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claims makes the whole patent inval: Inder the proposed 
section the Court can grant relief res; ringement ol 
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ordinarily to be made on the re juest « the patentee Cla 
19 contains a definition of | 

the previous Bill; and of worki yn a commercial sca 
lightly changed In the present Bill 


esign,’’ which is the same as 


which has hes n 
latter definition is 


As to these definitions, we may refer to the remarks we made 
in reference to the previous Bill (62. Soxiicrrors’ Journat, 
Pp 156) The subject matter of the Bill 1 intimately con 
nected with the question of control of trade, which in another 


form—that popularly known a trust is exciting much 
interest, and the subject under i variol uspects calls for 


careful study 


The Cost of Vindicating Justice 

We piscuss elsewhere the legal point 
recent decision of a Divisional Court (RF. v 
stoners of Income Tar, Times, 30th July), which held. for 
the first. time, that the Commissioners of Income Tax can be 
specifically ordered by the Court t pay costs where they fail 
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to justify an alleged illegality in the exercise of their statu 
tory duties in an action successfully brought by the subject 
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since no one would take proceedings against the Cr 
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The result is that the heavy fees paid to counsel cannot. be 
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liberal scale the costs of their own defence. and where the 
nominal defendant is a private body or a corporation, indem 
nify it fully, although it was mistaken in law. Mr. T 
Grsson Bow tes has drawn attention in the 77mes to his own 
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office of an elective nature in the absence of a statutory] 117) Infact, an irregular practice, not sanctioned by legis- 


rovision to the contrary. But to this one gets the « xceptions lative authority, has grown up. The merits of this practice 
that there was no sex di ability as regards the Monar hy, i nsiderable, but the fact remains that it is an evasion, by 
and that women could hold manors, market ferries and | judicial and administrative action, of the law applic- 
incomes other rights in the nature of franchises. The fame ase ich case The Lord Chief Ju e, carrying with him 
mpenil of churchwardens and sextons, office en vomne the ~ Criminal Appeal, | now definitely condemned 
od to pot ré ally exceptions, since the e were « iast | i 1ot | this i f method ¢f imposing nx itutory sentences. In 
f con- civil offices, so that the common law of the church, and n , t those in which the Legislature has itself sanc- 
Bow gs the common law, regulated the ig t old h Th ne or reatment) a (x st now pass the standard 
ES right of women to be members of corporation i itence t » the gravity » offence, and not a heavier 
vas paid somewhat peculiar and doubtful position _ AIL ancient cot ende be modified by iction of the Prison Com 
mina- porations are the holders of Crown rights granted by ing on this principle, the Court reduced to six 
charter ; statutory corporations, of course, are the n crea iths the sent » of twelve months’ hard labour which had 
tions of the Legislature. So far as we know, it never hi } pa yn prisone! 
been argued that women could not be 
common law corporations (¢.y., the Eas é ; pan : ure of Unclaimed Dividends. 
as distinct from public corporations, such le ¢ ils « | 1. ‘ompany Precedents (11th ed.), \ 
municipal corporations Probably the ré be | thee apae to unclaimed dividend 
a sapere oon came t gar led a nere fort rom , , And all dividends uncla 
Bills are “ pt pt rty rights, and me ta sed maw he 
e two cannot be severed , 
louse of of 1835. of course. disfranchised wome! ct of mut : k 1, ae 
and are cipal elections—if they previously had a right to the muni _ . “ herefore dee — og 
© peace, apal franchise, which is a matter of doubt ; ees ' wa a 
Pre: 
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0 trans- who recognize the importal ce ot his ! ; ; aa egy os , me 
refused Criminal Appeal. The case of R. v. Sta —o Sb rng ina 
uld be lth July) illustrates this influence in a striking way i etree soy’ Fy a ; “ape entitled . them 
ible the safe to say that none of Lord Reapina’s colleagues would . Sacogee , ees 4 I. R be 
nsferred taken up the large and liberal-minded attitude he ther ee hall t ey ti oe “ oe 
nisi for Mopted. A question arose which to some extent has been con 2 pets on ag | oe t div. wi a n sare ad 
irn was duded by common practice in a contrary e to tl rule nov ” rer ar ymbeiny- 63 — — 
nersea Aim te Shee Const SR NR 1 een de ared may by a resolution 
e appli- Prevention of Crimes Act, 1908, provided that for the beneit of the anes Fae 
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and , : : i. 6 ‘ ae 1908 to 1913 in re pect ot 
int, and f an expansion of industrial school and reforn training ape “ 4 
he whole tothis class of young person ( ist 1 ssarily | ot two joint holders, and the 
reat sex long in orde that the bet ] I ral may be ieit, that t e dividends had been duly 
Ir dis- and the refore oul Cr urt have he Id | ! entence : : ; , nierred by the articles of salad 
haps be Borstal treatment may be passed 1a \ ld | justified 
only be the gravity of the offence were ordi: ate n with hard ’ 
nnot lay labour to be undergone Formerly two condi is precedent | Notice of Dividend before Forfeiture. 
f either Were attached to the imposition of a Borstal senten: —namely, Wat wap hap; i Ward's Case was this: The first 
ercise of physical fitness to undergo training, a e Larne | la died, ind his death was known 
t of Sex character In 1915 the former condition wa yned, fficia rf company, though not tormally 


ipplicant the latter still obtains. The result is that judges cannot pass a] 1 ; ‘ he yn pany The address of the other 
irticular sentence of two years’ Borstal treatment on y f | join t va i fac “| on the company’s 
good character y y i : ¢ th dd - ) the deceased member 
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other notice in respect of the dividends 
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Mproper sentence into a prop e of detention under the we he mon . the amount was forfeited, the forfer- 
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requires notice of the declaration of each dividend, aud the 
obligation of serving such a notice is not to be satisfied by 
that a bulk sum is due for dividends covering a num- 
ber of year [It was also held that the resolutions passed 
for forteiture were irregular, and that they were only intended 
of dividends unclaimed, the warrants 


& hovice 


to cove! 
for wluch 


orainary Cases 
ent out in 
structive, and shews that 
forfeiting unclaimed dividends than in forfeiting shares. 


were the usual course. The case Is 1n- 


even greater care 1s necessary 1 


Two Cases Under the Increase of Rent Acts. 

Two MoRE cases under the Increase of Rent, &c., Acts have 
recently been decided by the High Court, one with regard 
to the recovery of possession and the other with regard to 
standard rent. ‘The first Price v. Lritchard (Tumes, 
24th July), though following a previous decision or rather 
; this extent, that 


case, 


a previous dictum, was novel to 


the person for whom possession was required was a lessee, 


and not a purchaser. The facts stated quite shortly were 
that the plaintiff gave the defendant notice to quit, and 
then let the to another man named Hans. The 
defendant was a bachelor, of no occupation, having no par- 
ticular ties to the locality, and had taken no steps to find 
accommodation elsewhere, while Hans married man 
with a family, and had work in the neighbourhood. On these 


premises 


Was @ 


facts the county court judge made an order for possession. 
On appeal the Divisional Court (Sankey and McCarpig, JJ.) 
took a different view. SANKEY, J., said it was not contended 
that the landlord required the house for the occupation of 
someone in his employ, or in the employ of some 
but it was contended that there was ‘‘ 
other ground ’’ within the meaning of section 1 (3) of the 
Act of 1915 for making the orde1 unlike 
p. 682), and although it was some- 
that case the distinction 
between selling and letting, the /irta there of Bankes, L.J., 
completely covered the facts of the present case. Those dicta 
lt would be inconsistent with the words in the earlier 
the sub-section if the Court accepted as ground 
for making an order the fact that the premises were reason- 


himself, ol 


tenant from him some 
The case was not 
° Fairbrass (ante, 


different 


Stovin v 


what from because of 


were 


provisions ol 


ably required for the occupation of some person other than 
the three named in the The 
learned Judge said it was not necessary to give any further 
reason for his decision except that it had been decided by 
the Court of Appeal, which was binding onhim. McCarpie, 
J., added that they were bound to follow those dicta, and 
for that reason only the appeal must be allowed. The effect 
of the decision is not to advance matters very much, if at 
all The Divisional Court simply followed the dicta of 
L..J., with the result that the question, what is the 
meaning of the other ground,’’ remains a 
inystery, or what one judge describes as an “‘ insoluble 
problem ,”’ an insuperable difficulty.’’ The 
other recent case under the Acts is Westminster, &c., Invest- 
Simmons (Times, 22nd July), which raised the 
short point whether the standard rent of premises let at £80 
was that sum, or that sum minus the rates and taxes, payable 
by the landlord, which reduced the amount to less than £70. 
Bray, J., held that the standard rent was that provided by 
the not different because the landlord paid 
rates,and taxes, and therefore the tenant was not protected 
by the Acts. 


one of persons sub-section.’’ 


BANKES, 
words some 


and another as 


ment Co. v 


le ise and Wa 


Praesumptio Literalis laterpretationis. 

THE WELL-KNOWN rule that the words of a statute, unless 
ambiguous, must prima facie be interpreted literally, and 
that the burden of proof is on anyone who desires them 
interpreted in a cu tomary sense, i subject to some reserva- 
tion, one that sometimes leads to extraordinary results. This 
is illustrated by the majority decision of a Divisional Court 
in Seott v. Northumberland and Durham Miners, éc., 
Approved Society (Times, 26th July). Section 8 of the 
National Insurance Act of 1911, as amended by section 14 





of the Act of 1913, provides for the payment of ‘‘ maternity 
benefit ’’ on a birth during wedlock to the wife of an “ in- 
sured person.’’ The benefit is a charge on the husband's 
approved society—i.e¢., it is he and his employers on whose 
contribations the burden ultimately falls, although the 
statute provides—illogically, but to meet a sentimental] point 
taken in Committee of the House of Commons—that the 
money is to be paid to the woman herself. It is obvious that 
the statute meant to confer the benefit in respect of a child 
born to the man who bears in his contribution the burden. 
But the wording of the statute is so wide and so unambiguous 
as to include even an adulterous child borne by the wife of an 
insured person to a paramour; and the Court (Mr. Justice 
DARLING dissented) felt bound to come to that conclusion. 
Against this view, it is submitted, the whole scope and intent 
of the statute can be prayed in aid. The statute imposes com- 
pulsory insurance on workmen, and the ordinary principles 
of insurance benefits should be read into the statute when it 
is silent. A benefit is essentially a payment for the benefit 
of the assured person. 


A Forgotten Legai Memoirist. 

It 1s curious how once famous names and books fall into 
oblivion. The Memoirs of Crass Rosinson, an eminent and 
successful junior practitioner in the Georgian and Early Vic- 
torian era, are now so completely forgotten that the slip by 
which we referred to him as Croom RoseErTson in our article 
on ‘‘ Juries and Counsel’’ last week, seems to have passed 
unnoticed, although the accuracy of the article has not escaped 
criticism in other respects. Yet Crass Ropinson was in 
his day a celebrated man, and his books had a very dis- 
tinguished reputation. CrasB Rosinson was one of the 
pioneers of university education, who helped to build up 
University College, London, into the leading college of a 
really great university. He retired from the Bar after a 
very successful junior career, and, like our friend Austin, 
devoted the rest of his life to the teaching of law to univer- 
sity students. His remarkable influence upon his pupils and 
the extraordinary charm of his personality are preserved for 
this generation in one of WaLTerR Bacenor’s most delightful 
essays, which will be found in Volume 3 of the Literary 
Studies. Incidentally, there is a highly entertaining review of 
Crass Rosinson’s Memoirs, and Bacenor details at length 
many of the most interesting passages. It may be mentioned in 
passing that most of the famous stories about Erskine and 
other early nineteenth century practitioners came originally 
from those Memoirs, and many a present-day legal story, 
told of some living or lately deceased practitioner, is really 
modern form of one of Crapsp Rosinson’s raciest 
anecdotes. Legal anecdotes, we fancy, are like undergraduate 
stories of their dons—they are witty but not original, and 
reappear in every successive generation. 


only a 








Libels by Trade Protection Societies. 


An important decision has been given by the House of Lords 
on the subject of libel as illustrated by the publications of 
Trade Protection Societies in Stubbs (Limited) v. Mazure 
(Times, 29th ult.). The case was an appeal from Scotland, 
and it is singular that the Scottish reports are (in comparison 
with those of the English Courts) quite prolific in cases of this 
class. The question, indeed, before the House of Lords in the 
present case was substantially whether another decision of 
the Lords in 1913, also a Scottish appeal, was decisive of 
Stubbs (Limited) v. Mazure, or whether it was to be distin- 
guished, The former case referred to is Stubbs (Limited) Vv. 
Russell (1913, A. C. 386), where the appellants in the recent 
case were appellants and had had a similar action brought 
against them. In Stubbs (Limited) v. Russell the respondent 
(pursuer in the Scottish courts) brought an action agains 
the appellants (defenders in the Scottish courts) for libel 
The case put forward by the respondent was that the appel- 
lants had in their weekly publication, known as Stubbs 
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y Weekly Gazette, made an entry concerning the respondent, a special statute. The Crown is not bound by a statute unless 
‘ to the effect that he had recorded against him a “‘ decree in| that enactment expressly so declares 
5 absence ’’—in English law a judgment by default—in a small But while the old rule is that the Crown does not pay 
e debts court for £9 odd. In point of fact the debt had been | costs. except under some special enactment to the contrary 
e id and the action was dismissed, neither party appearing, | q proposed example of which is clause 20 of the Transport 
it and an apology for the mistake was subsequently published Bill, which linposes on he Minister two novel liabilities (1) 
e by the appellants in their gazette. The respondent, however, responsibility for the act of officers of the Ministry as if they 
t, alleged that the appellants’ statement about him falsely and| were his servants, and the doctrine respondeat superior 
d clumniously represented that he was unable to pay his applied, and (2) liability to pay costs like an ordinary liti- 
.. debts. gant—certain special cases have gradually arisen which, with- 
1s The Scottish courts held in effect (neglecting for the} out abandoning the principle, yet in practice create excep 
n moment the difference in procedure between the English and | tions The chief of these exceptions arises where the Crown, 
.e Scottish courts) that the statement complained of did bear] although the rea! litigant, is not the nominal plaintiff! or 
i. the interpretation placed upon it by the respondent—the] defendant, proceedings being taken by statute or custom not 
at januendo being that the respondent was unable to pay his] in his name or against him, but in the name of some one of 
i dete. The House of Lords on appeal reversed this decision, | his officers charged to perform a public duty. A very 
es and held that the statement about the respondent constituted | interesting example of this class of case is Rex v. Special Com 
it by the entry erroneously made in the appellants’ gazette did] missioners of Income Tax (Times, 26th July), where the 
fit sé bear the interpretation thus sought to be placed upon it. | Divisional Court, on making absolute a rule mst against the 
A note was appended to the entry of the judgment, and in| defendants, directed them to pay costs, and overruled an 
this note it was stated that in no case does publication of | objection that they—as officers and representatives of the 
the decree imply inability to pay on the part of anyone} Crown—could not be made liable. 
ito pamed.’’ This latter statement, the House of Lords unani- The proceedings in question were Crown side proceedings, 
nd mously held, effectually prevented any such libellous inter-| and this creates certain peculiarities. On the Crown side, 
ae pretation as the respondent averred being placed upon the} of course, whenever a prerogative writ is sued for, the nominal 
by @roneous statement of a ‘‘ decree in absence’’ having been plaintiff is the Crown, although set in motion by the real 
cle dtained against him. The appellants, therefore, succeeded plaintiff ex parte of whom the writ is claimed. Where the 
ed in their appeal, and, in effect, the respondent failed in his| defendant a private person charged with a statutory duty, 
ved xtion. or a corporation or a local government authority, there is a 
in The circumstances in Stubbs (Limited) v. Mazure were| real divergence of identity between nominal plaintiff and 
lis- milar, a mistaken entry being made about a debt that had | nominal defendant. But when the defendant is the Attornev- 
the iready been paid. The respondent, however, limited his} General or a Secretary of State. or some other official repre- 
up mnuendo to an averment that the appellants’ entry falsely | senting the Crown. a curious situation arise For in theory 
| @ mpresented that he had refused to pay his debts, and was| of law both plaintiff and defendant represent the Crown! 
r a mt a person to whom credit should be given. The Scottish! A similar anomaly arises when one Government Department 
IN, ourts, in this state of things, found for the respondent, and |} take proceedings against another. How far the ordinary 
ver- warded him £50 damages, and on appeal the House of rule is affected by this peculiarity does not seem to have been 
and lords refused to interfere with this decision. The decision} digeussed either in the case on which we are commenting or 
for the Lords was by a majority of four to one, Lord WrReEN- | indeed elsewhere 
tful wry being the dissentient. Lord Dunepin and Lord Suaw Another peculiarity in Crown side practice is that a very 
ary were, however, members of the majority, and Lord SHaw was | anomalou position prevails as regards cost Rule 261 of 
w ol ilo one of the Lords who decided Stubhs (Limited) v. Russell.| the Crown Office Rules applies order 65 of R.S.C., 1883 
igth The only ground of Lord Wrensury’s dissent was that he| ((‘osts). to all Crown side proceedings so far as applicable, and 
din thought the case covered by Stubhs (Limited) v. Russell, the} rule 262 applies rule 27 of the same order to criminal pro- 
and majority holding the latter case to be clearly distinguishable. | ceedings. But section 4 of the Judicature Act of 1890 pro 
ally | Fintay’s judgment on this point appears to be quite) vides that nothing therein contained is to alter the practice 
ory, avincing, though a careful study of Stubbs (Limited) v.| on the Crown side of the King's Bench Division, whether 
mally Russell is necessary in order to appreciate the full significance civil or criminal The result is that the whole law of costs in 
ciest M the decision in the more recent case of Stubbs (Limited) v. | cases of prerogative writ is now largely governed by an old 
uate Mazure. A comparison of the two cases also shews the identity | distinction of pre-Judicature Act days between Crown proceed- 
and # the substantive law, alongside precedural differences, in ings, which might formerly have been brought in other courts 
gland and Scotland upon the branch of law involved in besides the Queen's Bench €.9., the Court of Chancery 
me appeals. (such as habeas corpus, certiorari, and prohibition), and 
es those which could only have been faken in the King’s Bench. 
" be . - In the former class of cases the Court has all the jurisdiction 
rds Costs in Crown Cases. to award costs conferred by the Judicature Acts, ar is bound 
ns of Mat King is the fountain of justice. The Law Courts are| by the Rules of the Supreme Court, as pointed out above. 
azure We King’s courts, and, although absent, he is in theory of But where the proceedings could only have been brought in 
land, a member of the judicial bench.. This legal fiction com-| the Queen’s Bench before the Judicature Act, there 1s no 
\rison lcates al! questions of procedure wherein the Crown is general power to award ts in the absence of special enact- 
f this cerned, for there is an old and obvious maxim of common| ment and rule: R. v. London Justices (1894, 1 Q. B. 453), 
n the that ‘‘ no man can be a judge in his own cause.’’| 2. v. Jones (1894, 2 Q B. 382), &. v. Woodhouse (1906, 2 
on of heless, the King’s courts have during all periods of K. B. 501). While this is the general rule, however, ther@ 
ve of glish history entertained proceedings by the Crown; and | are special Crown Office Rules of 1906 which give jurisdic- 
listin- dually civil proceedings against the Crown—except in| tion to award costs in most cases of exclusively King’s Bench 
od) V: of tort—have grown up both in the King’s Bench | writs—e.g., mandamus (rr. 52, 66, 67), que warranto (r. 45), 
recent in the Chancery Division. Such proceedings must be com- | attachment for contempt (r. 242), and criminal information 
ought ted by means of a petition of right, to which the King, | (rr. 38, 39) We need scarcely mention, in passing, that 
ndent ugh the Secretary of State, gives his assent by writing | quo warranto proceedings, once criminal, were to be deemed 
gains it the words ‘‘ fiat justitia.”’ But the old principle still | civil proceedings by section 15 of the Judicature Act, 1884. So 
libel. sufficiently to create certain special rules where the| that in ordinary cases between subject and subject, although 
appel- is concerned. The King does not pay costs. He is|the nominal plaintiff is the Crown ex parte the real plaintiff, 
tubbs’ nd by prescription or limitation, in the absence of | no difficulty exists as to the award of costs. 
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Any other business which the applicant has previously 
carried on or is at the time of applicat.on carrying on in other 
districts. 

Section 5 provides that any change as to the facts in respect of 
which the particulars set out in seotion 4 have to be given ; charges 
created or preferential rights granted on any undertaking ; patente 
and trade marks to be used in a business ; the sale of the concern ; 
judgments by which a divorce or separation between husband and 
wife, or separation of their property is granted, as well as the 
agreement by which such separation of property 1s brought to an 
end ; judgments appointing a committee to a lunatic or a spend- 
thrift ; judgments in respect of or in connection with bankruptcy, 
liquidation, schemes of arrangements, discharges, etc., are also to 
be entered on the register. 

In reference to these provisions the following points should be 
not iced : 

Married women and persons under age A married woman without 
her husband's leave and a person under age without his parent's 
leave cannot become a merchant. It is therefore important in 
such cases to be able to ascertain that such leave was granted 

Marriage contracts.—Dissolution of marriages.—According to 
French law, marriage contracts and consequently judgments 
granting the dissolution of marriage are of importance as regards 
the relations between a man and his creditors. In most cases, as a 
consequence of the marriage contract, the wife’s income as it falls 
due becomes joint estate, and such estate is liable for the husband's 
debts. Thus if a merchant marries « rich wife his financial respon 
sibility is thereby imcreased. Besides the husband being a bailee 
of his wife’s “dot,’’ the latter has in some respects a privileged 
claim as against creditors on account. of her dot. It is thus very 
useful in many cases for a person having dealings with a merchant, 
eq., in the case of a loan, to be acquainted with these facts. 

Persons of unsound mind.—Spendthrifts—When a person has 
been adjudicated to be of unsoand mind or to be a spendthrift, a 
committee is appointed to such person, who is thus to a certain 
extent brought back under tutelage and his liability to become 
bound by contract is considerably restricted. Here again it is 
useful to be able to ascertain promptly in a given case the legal 
position of an intended party to an agreement 

2. French CoMPaNies AND PARTNERSHIPS 

By section 6 French companies and partnerships, within a month 

from their constitution, have also to be matriculated in the register 
of the district where their head office is situated, and to give the 
names of the members other than shareholders or sleeping partners 
the firm’s or company’s name and object, the places where it has 
branches in France or abroad, the names of members or other 
persons entitled to act on behalf of the company or firm as directors, 
managers, etc., and to bind the same, and with regard to such 
directors, managers, etc., to give as regards their names, place 
and date of birth, nationality, ete., the same particulars as are 
required by section 4. The description of the company, the capital, 
the unpaid amount af the same, the date of incorporation and the 
date at which it shall determine shall also be given. 
_ Section 7 provides that any change as to the above particulars 
is to be entered in the registry, and with regard to changes of 
directors, managers, etc., the same information as is required 
by section 4 shall be given in respect of their names, place and 
date of birth, nationality, ete. Patents and trade marke used 
by the company ; judgments in respect of, or connected with the 
nullity, winding up, bankruptey or liquidation of a company or 
partnership, are also to he entered on the register. 

As to judgnfents declaring the nullity of a company, it should be 
noticed that when the requirements of the law as to the formation 
of a company or partnership have not been duly complied with, the 
court may declare that such company is null and erder it to be 
wound up. 


, 
5. Frexcn or Foreign Mercnaxts Havine Tere Marx Business 
ABROAD AND A Brancy 1s France. 

By section 8 any merchant, whether a Frenchman or a foreigner 
having his chief place of business abroad and a branch in France ‘s 
to be matriculated on the register within a month from the opening 
of such branch, and to give all such particulars as are required by 
section 4 above and to state the place where the head office is 
situate. The particulars set out in secfion 5 and judgments 
referred to in that section are also to he entered in the regist om 
when such judgments are given, or. in the case of foreign jud y 
ments, when they are made enforceable by a French court ie 


4. Forrien Compaytes 


a By section 9 any foreign company establishing a branch or 
Rei in France is to be matriculated in the Commercial 
egistry. Before opening such braneh or agency the intended 





manager thereof has to file with the registrar a statement made in 
duplicate on plain paper (unstamped), signed by him and giving 
all such particulars as are required by section 6 hereof in respect 

Such manager is to give also his name, 
place and date of birth, nationality, ete., as above. All! such 
particulars as are required by section 7 in respect of French com- 
panies are also to be entered on the register. In case of removal 
of the branch manager the names, etc., of his successor are to 


of French com panies 


be entered on the register 
5. GENERAI 

It is also provided (section 10) that in addition to the Distmet 
Register, there be in VParis a central register where the names, 
surname or trade name, date and place of birth of every merchant, 
and the name of every company shall be entered, and reference 
shall be given to the district register in which such merchants or 
companies are matriculated. The matriculation must take place in 
each district where a concern has a place of business, but when 
such concern has its head office in France, a mere entry of the 
name with a reference to the registry of the district where such 
head office is situate shall be sufficient 

The same rule applies, mutatis mutandis, to foreign merchants, 
partnerships and companies, and reference in such cases is made 
to the registry of the place where the main French branch is situate 

If there is no specified time for making an entry on the register, 
such entry is to be made within a month from the date where the 
fact or event to be recorded in such event has occurred 

When a merchant retires from business or dies and when the 
business is not. to be transferred to anyone else, or when a com 
pany is to be wound up, the name is to be struck eut of the register 

Any person can obtain from the registrar or from the Director of 
the Central Office a copy of the particulars entered on the register 
roa certificate stating that no particulars were entered. Such 
copies shall not state 

(a) Any charges created on the concern when the entry has 
been struck out or the charge is statate-barred 

(b) Bankruptey or liquidation judgments after removal of 
disqualifications 

(c) Judgments appointing a committee to a lunatic or spend. 
thrift after grant of a release of such judgments, 

The penalty for default is from 16 to 200 francs, and the court 
shall order that the matriculation shall be made within a fort- 
night. A fresh penalty is incurred on failing to comply with such 
order. When the penalty was incurred in respect of the opening 
in France of a branch af a foreign business the Court may order 
that such branch shall be closed until the provisions of the law 
are complied with 

Any person making an untrue statement with regard to the 
matriculation, or in respect of the particulars to be given, shall 
be liable, if such statement is not made bond fide, to a fine not 
exceeding 2,000 frances and to imprisonment 

The law is to have effect three months after the Rules (Raéglement 
d’Administration Publique) to be made in respect thereof shall 
h ive been issued 

With regard to persons or concerns already established in France 
the matriculation is to tdke place within six months from the date 
when the Act shall come into operation 


Correspondence. 
Juries and Counsel. 


[Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Surely the writer of the very interesting article, ‘ Juries 
and Counsel,” published in your issue of the 26th inst. has fallen 
into error in attributing to Brougham the great faur pas at the 
trial of Queen Caroline, “Go away and sin no more.” It was 
Denman who, in summing up the Queen’s case, “‘ with a maladroit- 
ness that is almost. incredible, closed his peroration with a refer- 
ence to the woman in the Gospel of St. Mark, ‘Go and sin no 
more’ "’ (Atlay’s Victorian Chancellors, Vol. 1, p. 256). No 
wonder the town re-echoed with the oft-quoted epigram which is 
given in your article 

It was Denman, too, in the same speech, who quoted a passage in 
the original Greek, “as inappropriate as it was indecent,” which 
was generally accepted as imputing to the King the worst vices of 
Nero's Court 

May 1 add that your contributor appears also to be mistaken in 
naming Scarlett as one of the counse! who defended the Queen, as 
those who appeared on her behalf were Brougham, Denman, 
‘ Johnny” Williams, Tindal (afterwards C.J.), Wilde (afterwards 
Lord Truro), and Dr. Lushington. 

J Rowtaxp Horwoop. 


July 28 


13, South-square, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 1 
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R. A. Pinsent, Birmingham 

Botterell & Roche 

Hill, Dickinson & Co., Liverpool 

Parker, Garrett & Co 

Grundy, Kershaw, Samson 
Manchester and London 

Wm. A. Crump & Son 

Coward & Hawksley, Sons & Chance 

Vizard, Oldham, Crowder & Cash 

Thomas Cooper & Co., and Stibbard, 
Gibson & Co 

Ashurst, Morris, Crisp & Co 

Sir Richard 8S. Taylor 

Beale & Co., London and Birming 
ham 

Trower, Still, Parkin & Keeling 

Slaughter & May 

Anonymous (per Barclays Bank) 

Linklater & Co 

Rawle, Johnstone & Co 

Bremner, Sons & Corlet 

Beaumont & Son 

Gibson & Weldon 

Budd, Johnson 

Bischoff, Coxe 
aon 

Sir J Field Beale 

Walters & Co 

E. F. Turner & Son 

Stephenson, Harwood & Co 

Smiles & Co 

Sharpe, Pritchard & Co 

Musgrove, Lee & Ar. Smith, Bir 
mingham 

Lewis & Lewis 

Paines & Co 

Arthur Wightman, Sheffield 

Wragge & Co., Birmingham 

Johnson & Co., Birmingham 

Williams & James 

J. B. Clarke & Co., Birmingham 

Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle-upon 
Tyne 

“In Memoriam, 
Wareing, M.C 
March 23, 1918 

E. R. Cook 

na 2 2. © 
upon- Dearne 

Capron & Co 

Bridges, Sawtell & Co 

Cambridge Law Society . 

Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

Johnson, Raymond, Barker 

Janson, Cobb, Pearson & Co 

Robert L. Hunter 

Wm. Harwood 

Garrard, Wolfe & Co 

Frere, Cholmeley & Co 

Forwood, Williams & 
Liverpool 

Field, Roscoe & Co 

Evershed & ‘Tomkinson, 
ham 

H. L. Evans, Bristol 

Dickinson, Miller & Turnbull, New 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Weeden Dawes 

Alfred Davenport 

Clark, Sons & Press, Bristol 

G. Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Sir Ernest Hiley, K.B.E., Birming 
ham 

W. Spelman 
upon-Tyne : 

Robt. Brown, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Harold G. Brown , 

Bristows, Cooke, & Carpmael 


& Co 


Liverpool 
Jecks & Colclough 
Bischoff & Thomp 


K. BLE 


Lieut. W. R. A 
Killed in Action 


Wicholoun. Wath 


& Co. 


Grindrod, 


Birming 


Burton, Newcastle 


FIRST LIST OF DONATIONS. 


\mounts received from Country Solicitors are so marked, the remainder are from London Solicitors. 
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Botterell, Roche & Temperley, New 
castle and West Hartlepool; 
Botterell & Roche, Sunderland 

©. Fredk. Booth - 

Boote, Edgar, Grace & Rylands, 
Manchester 

tird & Bird 

tircham & (% 

Birch, Cullimore & Co, 
Warr & 


Chester 

Batesons, Wimshurst, 
Liverpool 

C. E. Barry, Bristol 

Abbot, Pope & Abbot. Bristol 

Young, Jones & Co 

R. M. Welsford 

Ward, Perks & Terry 

Wansbrough, Robinson 
Co., Bristol 

Walker. Martineau & Co 

W. G. Trower 

Torr & Co 

Stanley, Wasbrough, Doggett & 
taker, Bristol 

Smith, Smith & 

Simpson, North, 
Liverpool 

tussell, Cooke & Co 

The Hon. Sir Chas. Russell, Bart 

J. H. Rennoldson, South Shields 

Weightman, Pedder & Co., Liver 
pool 

Pennington & Son 

Peake, Bird, Collins & Co, 

Peacock & Goddard 

A. W. Page, J.P., Briatol 

Osborne, Ward, Vassall & C 
Bristol 

Oliver, Jones, Billson & Co., Liver 
pool 

Nicholl, Manistvy & Co 

tobt. C. Nesbitt 

Milles & Co 

Martineau & Reid ; 

Frank Marshall, Newcastle upon- 
Tyne es 

Markby, Stewart & Co 

Maples, Teesdale & Co. 

Lawrance, Webster, 
Nicholls 

Lawrence, Graham & Co 

Laces Wilson, Todd, 
Fletcher & Hull Liverpool 

T. W. Thompson, Newcastle-upon 
Tyne 

Alsop, Stevens, 
Liverpool 

Addleshaw, Sons & Latham, Man 
chester : 

Crofton, Craven & Co., Manchester 

S. H. Seville. Manchester 

Tatham, Worthington & Co., 
chester 

Deac n & Co 

Newman, Paynter & Co 

May, How & Chilver 

Burton, Yeates & Hart 

John Tryon 

W. V. Hamilton, Manchester 

James A. Grundy, Manchester 

George H. Charlesworth, 
chester 

Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons . 

Baileys, Shaw & Gillett 

Waltons & Go 

E. R. Still, Bristol 

A. R. Monks 

Sir Wm. H. Winterbotham 

Edward Bramley, Sheffield 

George Denton, Sheffield 


faylor & 


Fielding, Sheffield 
Harley & Co., 


Messer & 


Stone, 


Crooks ‘& Co.. 


Man- 
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| Featherst me 


| Cameron, Maclver & Co., 


| Meade, King, Cooke & Co., 





| represents merely an 
| kindly promised (with a limit of £500) to give 
| £5 for each £1,000 subscribed to the Fund 


W. B. Esam, Sheffield 

H. & A, Maxfield, Sheffield 

Saml. Roberts, Jr., Sheffield 

(s. H. Simpson, Sheffield 

Philip K. Wake, Sheffield 

*T. 8S. Curtis ... 

(juedalla & Jacobson 

Pepper, Tangye & Winterton, Bir- 
mingham + ; 

A. E. C. Ludlam, Sheffield .. 

Rodgers & Co., Sheffield 


| Walfords 


Pritchard & Sons 

G. & G. Keith 

KE. Jaques & Son i 
W. J. Humfrys, Hereford ... 
Jesse Hind, Nottingham 
Ernest Hicks, Norwich 


| George Huggins, Birmingham 
| Hedley & Thompson, Sunderland 


E. 8S. P. Haynes 
Theodore Goddard & Co 


| Gill, Archer, Maples & Dun, Liver 


pool e . 
Ciibbons, Arkle & Darbishire, Liver 
pool 
Rt. Hon. Lewis Fry, P.C., Bristol 

Cambridge 

A. & G. W. Fox, Manchester 

Ford, Lloyd & Co. 

F. E. Forster, 
Tyne ae : 

Mathews, James & Crosskey, Bir 
mingham 


Newcastle-upon 


Fenwick, Newcastle 
upon-Tyne 

Ellis, Piers & Co 

Saunders, Bradbury & 
Birmingham 

Sir Homewood Crawford 


Saunders, 


Liverpool 
Butcher & Barlow, Bury 


| Braikenridge & Edwards 
| J. Booth & Sons, Manchester 


Sir T. H. D. Berridge ‘ 
Benson, Carpenter, Cross & Co., 
Bristol re ; 


Baxter & Co. ... as 
Barlow, Barlow & Lyde 
| Joseph Ansell, Birmingham 


Whitley & Co.; Liverpool 

H. H. Wells & Sons 

Francis J. Weld, Liverpool 

A. E. W. Ward th ; 
Walker, Smith & Way, Chester 
Tatham & Lousada 

Soames, Edwards & Jones 
Simmons & Simmons . 


| Shakespeare & Vernons, Birming 


ham 


| Sale & Co., Manchester 


Russell, Son & Fisher 

R. A. Rotherham, Coventry 

Alfred Pointon, Birmingham 

Minet, May & Co. 

Bristol 

Arthur L. Lowe, Birmingham 

Leonard & Pilditch 

Norton & Spencer, Manchester 

Thomas Eggar, Brighton 

E. Burell, Baggallay . 

W. A. Pitt, Bristol ... a 

A. L. Bird, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hall, Hawkins, Pimblott, Brydon 
& Chapman, Manchester ... 
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Mine, 

C. G. May 

Chas. Howe, 

W. A. Harle, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

J. W. Greene, Bury St. Edmunds 

Edward J. Blake, Crewkerne (Som.) 

Alfred Tarbolton, Manchester 

Slater, Heelis, Colley & Co., 
chester we 

Sir Walter S. Prideaux 

Roy Pinsent, Birmingham 

W. W. Paine 

Murray, Hutchins & Co. 

Longbourne, Stevens & Powell 

Longmores, Hertford 

R. G. Lawson, Manchester 

H. T. Birks 

Lawson, Coppock & 
chester - 

Skelton & Co., Manchester ... 

Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Benjamin Arthur Wightman, 
field 7, oe 

Parker, Rhodes & Co., 

E. W. Kingdon, Ware 

Gwynn, Onslow & Co., Bristol 

G. L. Collins & A, Hosegood (Jack 
son & Co.), Rochdale ; 

E. L. Taylor & L. W. 
‘Standing, Taylor & Co., 
dale) 

Saw & Sons 

Harry R. Lewis 

Branson & Son, 

Coley & Coley, Birmingham 

G. H. Boucher, Bristol 

C. E. Barker, Birmingham 

Lane, Clutterbuck & Co., 
ham je ae a ; 

J. R. Hall, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

A. M. Jackson & Co., Hull . 

Carleton, Holmes, Fell & Wade 

L. W. North Hickley 

F. J. Harris, Bristol 

G. A. Falk, Bristol ... 

J. A. Dixon, Gateshead 

W. = Boodle eee ° eee 

Barrett & Thomson, Slough 

A. W. Waterman, Bristol 

Vaudrey, Osborne & Mellor, 
chester ‘ 

Tanner & Clarke, Bristol 

Simpson, Cullingford & Co. ... 

Johnson, Weatherall & Co 

Blount, Lynch & Petre 

H. & A. Swinburne, Gateshead 

H. W. Sparkes 

- a Sowerby, 

8S. S. Seal 

Ryott & Swan, 
Tyne 

Sir Albert K. Ro llit, 

Lee, Bolton & Lee 

Finnis, Downey, Linnell & Chessher 

Foster & Co., Birmingham ... 

Snell & Co. 

A. T. Shepherd, Sunderland 

C. 8. Hellard, Portsmouth 

L. T. Helder, Whitehaven 

Chas. E, Hatton, Gravesend 

Leslie H. Gwyther ... 

Guillaume & Sons 

Gregsons & Powell, 
Sea... ae ee ; 

Gamlen, Bowerman & Forward 

Pooks, Arnold, Chadwick & Co. . 

Chandler, Somers & Boulton 

J. B. Carslake, Birmingham 

Burges & Sloan, Bristol 

Beachcroft. Hay & Ledward 

P. Bagott, Dudley 


Bury & Lewis, Manchester 


Old Colwyn 


Man 


Hart, Man 
Shef 


Rotherham 


Taylor 
Roch 


Sheffield 


Birming 


Man 


Bristol 
Newcastle-upon 


‘Chert sey 


Southend-on- 


ym. Abercromby, Liverpool 
A. Thornton Woulfe ... ; 

W. S. Tunbridge, Birmingham 
B. & F. Tolhurst, Gravesend 
Sutton, Elliott & Co., Manchester 
W. Rudd & Co., Liverpool ‘ 
Reginald Benson, Sheffield ... 
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L. E. Emmett, Sheffield 

H. W. Lucas, Sheffield 

J. B. Wheat, Sheffield A 

J. W. & A. E. Hattersley, 
borough 

Dowson & Wright, Nottingham 

Bewes & Dickinson, Plymouth 

Goldsmith & Peck, Plymouth 

J. P. Dobell, Plymouth 

Coryndon Matthews, Plymouth 

Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 

Albert Gard & Co., *lymouth 

J. Rose, Oxford 

A. C. Peake, Leeds 
=. Nicholls 

C. 3 Morton, 

A. Cottam Castle, Bristol 

A. J. Morton Ball, Stroud, Glos 

Ball, Smith, & Playne, Stroud, Glos 

Lindsay, (ireenfield & Masons 

Andrew Wood, Purves & Sutton 

Gustavus, Thompson & Co 

Seaton, Taylor & Co 

A. BS. Joseph 

H. R. Hodgkinson, Birmingham 

Harley & Son, Bristol 

CGuscotte & Fowler 

CGuscotte, Wadham & Co 

J. Chaffey Glyde, Bristol 

Fussell & Co., Bristol 

Evans & Taylor, Bristol 

Edge & Ellison, Birmingham 

F, W. Dendy, 

In Memory of Lieut. Leo Edwin 
Davis, Liverpool 

C. J. Craven, Bristol 

C T Cooke, Son & Painter, 

Clutton & Moore, Bristol 

Hugh B. Carslake, Birmingham 

Brittain, Livett & Miller, Bristol 

Bolton & Davidson, Bristol 

C. H. P. Betenson 

Bennitt & Grazebrook, Birmingham 

Archd. 8S. Bennett, Birmingham 

Bartley, Bird & Co., Liverpool 

Ballantyne, Clifford & Co 

W. F. Verrall, Worthing 

Hy. Trapnell, Bristol 

Talbot, Stein & Evershed, 
on Trent 

E. J. Swan, J.P., Bristol 

Steavenson & Couldwell 

James Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

J.T. Sanderson, Lancaster 

Salisbury, Griffiths & White, 

Roy & Cartwright 

Reynolds & Son 

Perham & Sons, 

F. Freke Palmer 

Merrimans 

F. E. Metcalfe, Bristol 

S. 8S. Guest, Birmingham 

B. Shirley Smith, Birmingham 

F. O. 8. Leak & Pratt, Manchester 

H. P. May & Hamer, Blackpool 

Lovell, Son & Pitfield : un 

LL. Ley . 

Latchams & Mont: ague, Bristol 

T. H. F. Lapthorn, Portsmouth 

F Lyndon Cooper, Newport, Mon. 

Mullings, Ellett & Co., Cirencester 

Wm. Irons, Sheffield 

Ps B Kesteven, Sheffield 

R. F. Pawsey, Sheffield 

W. Archer Thomson 

Lazenby & Minton-Senhouse, 
castle-upon-Tyne ; 

S. P. B. Bucknill 

W. H. Foyster, Manchester 

Dinn & Son 

S. G. Cossham, Bristol 

Saml, Woodcock, Bury 

a W. Williamson, West Byfleet 
R. Sills, Lincoln ... 

i. L. V. Pryse, Birmingham 

A. R. Prideaux 

Hume C. Pinsent, Birmingham 

Ernest Martineau, Birmingham 

Pye, Smith, & Barker, Sheffield 

J. P. Russell, Sheffield 
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Kimber, 


| Kerwood, 


| Bowman & Ekins, 





W. Smith & Sons, Sheffield 

W. F. Tibbets, Sheffield ; 

H. B. Thompson, Neweastle-upon 
Tyne 

W. Dunn, 

Percy Corder, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

C. C. Brown, Bristol 

Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool : 

W. Sutton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Woollcombes & Yonge, Plymouth 

Frank Allen, Doncaster 

Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

Hickmott & Co., Rotherham 

F. H. C. Wiltshire, Birmingham 

Moore-Bayley & Co., Birmingham 
tagshawe & Co., Sheffield 

Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield 

(reorge Allen Wilson, Sheffield 

C. W. Sparrow 

Danger & Cartwright, Bristol 

Robt. Scholes, Manchester 

Serjeant & Son, Ramsey, Hunts 

G L. Nicholls 

Isle of Wight 
port, LW 

H. H. Sanderson, 

Piesse & Sons . 

Thompsons, Quarsell & Jones 

Pearless & De Rougemont, 
Grinstead 

L. C. Lockhart, Hexham 

H. MoGowan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Mumford & Craig 

Routh, Stacey & Castle 

Bull, Howland, 


Bradford 


New 


Law Society, 


Hull 


East 


Clappé & 

Co 

Hobson, Thomas & Co., 
Droitwich 

Stephen A. Jones 

S. H. Jarvis, Newtown, N W ales 

James, Barton & Kentish, Birming 
ham 

Robert Innes, Manchester 

Heath & Blenkinsop, Warwick 

Frank H. Hayllar, Brighton 

Hallett, Creery & Co., Ashford, 
Kent , 

Hallowes & C arter 

James Hall-Wright, Birmingham 

Heywood G. Hadfield, Birmingham 

F. Fraser Haddock, Horsham 

Ll. Gwynne Jones 

M. J. Greener 

Arthur F. Greenwood 

T. Holmes Gore, Bristol 

M V Cosschalk, Hull 

Govldsmith, Gribble & Co., 

Enoch Evans & Son, Walsall 

L, O. Eagleton 

T. H. Duffell, Birmingham 

Dodds, Ashcroft & Cook, Liverpool 

A. H. Dickinson, Newcastle-upon 
Tyne s i 

Dalston, Sons & Elliman 

Cree & Turner 

Corbin, Greener & Cook 

Cooper & Co., Newcastle, 

Carr, Scott & Smith . 

Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham 

Birmingham 

Chinn & Nichols, Birming 


Bristol 


Staffs 


Tyndall, 
ham 

A. H. Macpherson 

Clapham, Fraser, Cook & Co 

Briggs & Whitworth, Manchester 

Crossman & Co., Bristol 

T. Cooksey, Oldhill 

Collisson, Prichard & Baines 

F. A. Chatwin, Birmingham 

E. Chatham & Co., Manchester 

FE. J. Carlisle, Manchester ... 

W. Lowther Carrick, Stokesley 

Capel Cure & Ball ... 

Brydges, Mellersh & Mellersh, Che! 
tenham aia =e 

Bramston, Skelton & Dowse 

Borlase & Johnson, Brighton 

J. Arthur Bland, Manchester 

Biscoe, Smith & Blagg, Portsmouth 

Betts, Stevens & Butler . 
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Bartlett & Gluckstein 

Charles, Mylne, Barker & Co 
Cuthbert Bainbridge, Newcastle 
upon-Tyne 

sailey, Cox & Co., Birmingham 

A Apple , New 

Allen Pratt & Geldard, Cardiff 

B. J. Airy 

Alex. Wright & Co., Bacup 

J. G. Wood, Birmingham 

W Webb Ware 

Webber & Bull, Bristol 

C. H. W augh, Hay ward's Heatl 

Watts, Woollecombe & Watt New 
ton Abbott . 

Harold Watson, 

E. J. Watson, 

FE. M. Ware 

Vizard & Son, Monmouth 

Underhill, Neve, ‘Thorneycroft, 
Taylor & Co.; R. A. Willeock, 
Taylor & Co., Wolverhampton 

J. M. B. Turner, Bournemouth 

Truefitt & Francis 

». F. Trump, Bristol 

A. E. & G. Tooth 

F. Swinson, Birmingham 

Stuckey, Pope & Carr, Brighton 

Strickland & Fletcher, Bristol 

W. H. Stoddard, Birmir 

J. H. Stanton, Southampton 

E. 8. Spyer 

Sowton, Bartlett & 
Chir hester 

Somerset Law Society, Taunton 

Norman Southern, New 
Tyne 

Smythe, Etches & Jackson 
ham 

Smith, Rundell, Dods & Bocket 

T. Mark Sherrin, Bournemouth 

Sheard, Breach, Wace & Roper 

A. Scanes 
Sanders 

Salmon & Cumberland, Bristol 

Risque & Robson, Manchester 

Reynolds & Co., Birmingham 

Redfern & Co., Birmingham 

S. A. Williamson 

J. F. Read & Brown Liverpool 

G. C. Rallison, Bristol 

Portsmouth Law Library, 
mouth ; 

H Pomeroy & Sons 

J. T. Plowman 

Percival & Son, Peterborough 

(leo, F. Pearson, Birmingham 

Walter J. Payne 

Norfolk & Norwich Incorporated 
Law Society, Norwich 

Harry B. Nisbet 

Chas. E. Nield, Liverpool 

Arthur H. Neve, Tonbridge 

Alexr. Neale 

Marston & Robinson 

Marriott & Co., Manchester 

J. & C. Markham, Northampton 

H. I, Mander, Coventry 

Mrs. K. Madders ’ 

Lowe & Jolly, Birmingham 

Llanelly Law Society, Llanelly 

Lawrence, Williams & Watts. 
Bristol 

F. Lambert, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

K. C. Irvine, Bristol ; 

A. J. Cale, Birmingham 

Hiscott, Troughton & Grubbe 

G. W. Rands, Northampton 

Russell & Arnholz .. 

W. H. T. Dawe, Plymouth 

Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 

Rawlinson & Butler, Horsham 

Gloucester Legal Association, Glon 
cester oes —_ 

Dodd & Blaker, Reading 

Godden, Holme & Ward 

Goldingham & Chaffers, Wotton 
under- Edge be . 

Littledale & Lefroy 


Middlesbrough 


sristal 


ham 
Blaker, 


istle-upor 


sirming 


Ports 


Bristol 


ustle-upon-Tyne 
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Hockin, 





1G. 4 


| Younge, Wilson & Co., 


|F J. Whiteley, 





Rt. Hon. Sir Donald 
K.B.E., M.P 

Davies, Sanders 
terfield , 

Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield 

Arthur Neal & Co., Sheffield 

J. W. Stabler, Sheffield 

J. G Wing, Sheffield 

tt. Hon. Sir William Bull, 

Beckton, & Hockin, 


& Swanick, Ches 


M.P 
Man 
chester 
Ellis W. Talbot, Kidderminster 
Slater & Co., Darlaston 
Edward V. Toller, Kettering 
Jno. Hulbert 
Joyce, Risdon & 
head , 
D. W. Jones, Merthyr Tydvil 
H. E. Johnson 
Thomas Goffey, 
freare & Son 
Chas. H. Fuller 
A. Ranken Ford 
A. G. Ellis . 
H. Nield Collis, Stourbridge 
J. & L. Clark, West Bromwich 


Hosegood, Mine 


Southport 


Rugby 


H. F. Brown, Chester 

Wm. Brittain, Pinner 

Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 

Alfred C. Bird 

E. P. Baynes 

Arnison & Co., Penrith 

F. G. Allen, Portsmouth 

Charles G. Woodroffe 

A. E. Ward, Exeter 

H. Stanley Sugden 

Wm. Stevens, Brighton 

Slade & Son, Wallingford 

Wm. Shoosmith & Sons, Northamp 
ton 

F. Theodore Ryland, Windsor 

G. Pearson & Usher, Bristol 

G. C. Peake, Leeds 

F. H. Partridge, King’s Lynn 

Dudley Nicholls 

Francis Murray 

J. C. Moberly, Southampton 

Marshal! & Pridham 

W. A. Roberts, Bristol 

Zz Allen Gainsford, Sheffield 

Parker, Brailsford & Hargreaves, 
Sheffield , ; 

BE. J. F. Rideal, Barnsley 

Wightman & Parker, Sheffield 

Sheffield 

Lucas & Sons 

J. H. Roberts, Manchester 

W. T. Pordeaux 

W. Tottle, Sheffield 

G. E. Smith, Sheffield 

Tyas & Son, Barnsley 

H. W. Davies 


Argyle & Sons, Tamworth 


| Mercer & Blaker, Henley-on-Thames 


©. Burt Brill, Brighton 

Jesse Bradley, Birmingham 

Hydes, Worcester 

J. R. Cardew Smith 

F. Hugh Munby - 

Philip Cohen & Slater 

Arnold Slater, Sheffield 

J R. Lloyd, Bristol 

Redditch 

J. M Napier, Swensea 

R. H. Penley, Dursley 

Edward Horley, Cardiff 

H. F. Howard, Spalding 

Alfred Brett, Wetherby, Yorks 

‘Wontner & Sons ; 

Currie, Williams & Williams 

Coles & James, Eastbourne 

Cardens, Brighton raed ona 

Ashton-under-Lyne, Staiybridge & 
District Law Association, Ashton 
under-Lyne 

C. D Forster. 
Tyne 

E. W. 
Water 


sirmingham 


Newcastle-upon- 


Kendall, Bourton-on-the- 


Maclean, 
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Herbert | 


F. H. Stapley, Eastbourne ... 

John B. Chapman, Burton-on-Trent 

H. Dixon Kimber 

Jefferies & Son, Bristol 

Joseph T. Jackson, Devizes 

F. S. Ingle, Bath 

J. A. Hudson, Rochdale 

C. B. Hudson, Rochdale 

T. B. Hooper, Birmingham 

Holme, Liverpool 

George P. Hinds, Goudhurst 
(Kent) ie 2a 

E. W. Hobbs, Brighton 

Herbert J. Hillman, Lewes 

Edwin Hellard, Stogumber (Somer 
set) 


| Arnold Greenwood & Sons, Kendal 


| W. 8. 





| E. D. K. 
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Cc. C. Gill, Bath 

Harold Gee, Bristol ... , 

Rt. Hon. D Lloyd George, M.P 

George, Bristol 

Howard F. Gates, Hove 

W. G. Snowdon Gard 

R. H. Gaby, Hastings 

E. N. Fuller, Bath ; 

A. W. Freeman, Birmingham 

Horatio R. Fillmer, Brighton 

Ernest C. Finch 

G. A. Flowers, Steyning ove 

Eskrigge, Roby & Co., Liverpool 

Lieut.-Col. T. M. Eggar, Brighton 

Percy G. Cager, Horsham 

Duncan, Oakshott & Co., Liverpool 

T. Foster Duggan, Birmingham 

R. B, Drewett, Castle Carey (Somer 
set) ale . a: inte 

T. G. Dobbs, Worcester wv és 

Geo. Dickinson, Lamplugh (Cumber 
land) : oe ot 

J. H. Dewes, Tamworth 

Walter H. Day, Maidstone 

Darley, Cumberland & Co. 

B. H. R. Daltry, Stevenage 

Ernest Cragg, Brighton 

Algernon L. Collins 

Joseph Cohen, Birmingham 

J. Bright Clegg, Rochdale ... 

Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

J. H. Chadwick, Rochdale 

Henry Cane, Brighton 

Busby 

H. Pinder Brown a 

J, Arnold Brierley, Oldham 

Brignall, Stevenage 
(Herts) Son 

H. M. Bowden ™ id : 

L. H. Booth, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

W. T. Watkins Birts nad *. 

Wm. Bennett, Burwash (Sussex) 

R. T. Baxter, Lewes ... ; 

E. E. Barron ... 


| Fk. Bannister, Morecambe ... 


| Bache & Sons, 


J. Murray Aynsley, Consett 
West Bromwich 


| H. S. Bacon, Brighton 


| C. Wooldridge & Son, 
| W. H. 





Atchleys, Bristol 

W. A, Armstrong, South Shields . 

Alexr. W. Andrews, Swansea 

R. H. Abell, Worcester 

Edwin F. Young, Lewes 

Wotton & Son . —_ 

Winchester 

Wise, Bristol ; ; 

Walter Williamson ead 

K. E. T. Wilkinson, York ... 

E. P. Williams 

G. T. Whiteley ; 
Walter Watts, Bristol 

G. T. Watkins, Bristol ies 

Edwd. Walker, Lapworth, near Bir- 
mingham sa ms alta es 
I, Vinall & Sons, Lewes & Tun- 
bridge Wells . cee eve 

W. G. 

T. M. 

Chas. Upton . 

A. B. Urmston, 

Percy Vardon 

L. J. Underwood ie : ‘ 

John Turnbull, Chester-le-Street ... 


Veale, Bristol 
Vernon, Guiseley 


Maidstone ; 
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Cyril Turner 


Thompson, Cook & Babington, 


Hull ae ‘a 
M. F. Thomas, Brecon 


Herbt. G.. Thompson, Tonbridge % 


Geo, Thatcher ae oe 
D. W. E. Thomas, Brecon 

I. O. Taylor & Sons, Norwich 
A, M. Styring, Bristol 

J. Horace Stott, Rochdale 
Stileman & Neate he a 
C. Arragon Stevens, Bristol 

F. B. Stevens, Brighton 
Fairfax Spofforth, Bristol 
Smith & Pain, Faversham ... 
T. C. Smith, Berwick-on-T weed 
G. I. Simey, Weston-super- Mare 
Harry J. Shepard 


Sharp, Harrison, Turner & Cooper, 


Southampton ae ~ 
F. A. Scherwater, Liverpool 
Savory, Pryor & Blagden 
The Master S. A. M. Satow 
A. G, S. Robertson, Bath 
Hilder, Thompson & Dunn 
G. Edward Carpenter & Wilson 
C. H. Lane Blaxland, Tadworth ... 
M. Greenwood wid ae 
J. E. Richardson, Bristol ... 
Capt. R. M. E. Reeves, Bristol 
W. N. Ray wood . 
gE J. Poynton, Bristol : 
Peed & Bowker, Whittlesey 
A. Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale 
Pask, Nelson & Co. ... ans 
W. L. J, Orton, Coventry ... 
Chas. L. Nordon 
Myer L. Nathan cea 
Andrew H. Morton, Stroud (Glos.) 
R. A. Moger, Bath , - 
C. C. Maugham, Margate 
J. Barrington Matthews 
Martin & Son, Gravesend 
*K. Macdonald, Bath ... 
Ht. Lidiard ; 
Guilford E. Lewis 
J. C. Lane, Claypon ... 
Dennis Neale . ne 
Wm. Roberts, Bristol - io 
8. C. Warden, Stratford-on-Avon .. 
A. E. Guy Pritchard, Birmingham 
A. Paris, Southampton vet 
R. J. Fittall, Plymouth 
C. L. Croft, Plymouth “i 
Gidley & Wilcocks, Plymouth 
W. H. Sloman, Plymouth ... 
8. D. Moorwood, Sheffield 
J. Henry Pawson, Doncaster 
R. A. Wilkinson, Barnsley 
Leslie Clarke ... ; ° 
Glanville & G lanville, Portsmouth 
0. Collier Littler, Manchester 
Ernest Wilson, Sheffield 
. Gamon, Chester 
° Comm, York 
, Tetbury 
Ker rsey, Ipswic h 
Jotcham, Wantage 
Capt. M5 N. Hawkins 
Chas. Hardy 
Eric Ward. Plymouth 
Somers R. Lewis... 
Thistlethwaite & Brownsword, Man 
chester 
P. H. < Godson, Bristol 
Wm. Garner, Hounslow 
T. W. Ellison, Glossop 
J. P. Edwards, Liverpool 
T. Dixon, Chelmsford 
Day & Wright, Bristol 
Hugh C. Davies, Norwich . : 
J. C. Copland & Son, Sheerness 
J. H. Cooke, Winsford : 
W. T. Chesterman & Sons, Bath . 
Dr. E. E. Blyth, Norwich ... 
W. F. Awdry, Birmingham 
J. G. Wright; Lancaster 
A. Wright, Cambridge 
- Woolcott, West Kirby 
a Maitland Watkins, Usk 
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0 | W. W. Ward, Bristol 


R. E. Warburton, Liverpoo! 
fg Sheldrake 

J. Sheldrake ; 
Re gd. Rogers & Son, Falmouth 
P. G. Robinson 
C. H. Pedley, Crewe ... 
Geo. Mallam, Oxford 
A. H. Malin, Grantham 
Hugh M. Mcliveen, Lewes 
Ronald McLaren, Cheltenham 
J. Melrose MacMillan, Wadebridge 
Lovegrove & Durant, Windsor 
V. = Leonard, Mansfield ( Notts.) 

Lawrence 

E. ‘ae oe an 
P. A. Clapham, Plymouth 
T. Watkins, Pontypool 
James Druitt, Bournemouth 
Charles F. Bennett & Co., Sheffield 
B. T. Burdekin, Sheffield 
L. H. Clay, Retford 
Gould & Coombe, Sheffieid 
W. ‘A. Lambert, Sheffield 
The Master J. C. Fox 
B. Skardon Barrett, Plymo uth 
W. T. de B. Barwell, Seaford 
Hardisty, Rhodes & Hardis sty 
Allen & Son ae 
W. B. Hulme, Worcester 
F. Paget Hett, Esher 
A. C. Hallett, Southampton 
Grover & Mills 
Josiah Green, Bristol 
John Gates, Luton 
E. F. W. Foley ; 
Farrington & Winterton, Brighton 
H. Darlow, Norwich 
F. W. Boorman, Gravesend 
Percy Baldwin, Bristol 
Wright & Appleton, Wigan 
J. Livingstone Wood, Worcester 
F. W. Gent Wood, Bristol 
P. H. Willmott, West Bromwich 


W. J. F. Washington, Morecambe 


Arthur Taylor, Bristol 
Sibby & Clough, Bristol _ 
M. Turner Samuels, Newcastle 
upon-Tyne ‘ae 
F. E. Ogburn, Bath 
T. L. Bayley, Birmingham 
Frape & Gauntlett, Brighton 
Weatherfield, Baines & Baines 
J. A. Milns, Rochdale 
J. E. Matthews, Gloucester . 
J. W. Mason & Co. ... 
Taverner B. Miller ... 
W. H. Stilgoe ... ta 
F. B. McCrea, Plymouth 
Ernest Howard, Plymouth 
H. J. H. Hawken, Plymouth 
G. B. Crook, Purley 
C. G. Brian, Plymouth 
Eric Wilson, Plymouth 
C. & W. W. Isaacson 
E. Ayrton, Sheffield 
Frank Bowman, Sheffield 
W. J. Bradford, Rotherham 
Walpole Hiller, Sheffield 
T. A. Peck, Sheffield 
. Padley, Sheffield 
J. Blake, Sheffield 
». \M. Rose, St. Albans 
). W. W. Veale, Bristoi 
. Hawken, Plymouth 
Durnford & Son 
Kenyon & Son, Doncaster .. 
Chas. L. des Forges, Rotherham 
F. J. Mason, Rotherham 
J. T. Spencer, Chesterfield 
Edwin Tofield, Sheffield 
W. B. Willis, Rotherham 
Albert J. Larcome, Portsmouth ... 
Bartlett, Young & stl hasta tt 
borough : ; 
Thorne, Priest & ‘Co. ... Saal 
P. H. Morton, Dorchester ... 
F. H. Jones - 
C. Haythorne Jones, Bristol 
F. B. Jevons, Southborough (Kent) 
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C. U. Jagger, Birmingham ... 
T. C. Hurley, Liandilo 


| Chas. J. Hudson, Hoylake 


L. Neville Holden, Lancaster 


| H. J. Hobbs, Bristol 
| E. C. Harrison, Worcester 


A. Green-Armytage, Bristol 


| Mrs. H. M. Edwards 


J. C. Edmunds, Liandilo 

R. E. Druitt, Christchurch (Hants 
Dixon & Dixon, Bristol 

Josiah Dean & Co., Liverpool 

T. Doran Cox 

Douglas Clark, Bristol 


|G. C. Clarence, Midhurst 
1 V. E. G. Churcher, Gosport 
| Case & Roper, Maidstone 


A. W. Hands, Scarborough 


| Ivor B. Burnand, Hove 


Broad & Lewis, Bristol] 
W. A. Boyes, Barnet .. 
W. H. Birch, Thorpe (Surrey) 


W Henry Banks 


Bailey, White & Nash, Winchester 
Attenboroughs 


| J. B. Allon, Exeter 
| Major J. R. W. Williams, Llandilo 


J. L. Watson, Oldham 


| L. Warner, Fareham 
| J. Wall, Wigan 


John Walker, Bawtry (Yorks 
F. P. Tyrrell, Bristol 


| Mitchell Templeton 


8S. J. Taylor, Barnstaple 


| W. J. & J. G. Taylor, Cambridge 
|G. Brocklehurst Taylor, Coleford 


(Glos.) 


| A Fraser Taylor, Hove 
| John Strong, Wigton 


G. H. Sinnott, Bristol 
G. E. Shrimpton ; 
Ernest C. Rogers, Birmingham 


| W. Ewen Richardson 


Harold J. Ramsbotham, Lyme Regis 
R. E, Pullen, Bristol 

Prance & Prance, Plymouth 
Greenway & Parker, Plymouth 
H. M. Pethybridge, Plymouth 
T. R. Quarrell, Worcester 

E. Procter, Bristol 

A. S. Potter 

T. H. Powell, Liandilo 
Gwyn C. Porter, Llandilo 
Pierron & Morley 


| J. Cameron Pawson, Chelmsford 


W. Ormiston, Bristol 
Nevile & Smith 


| John Mills : 
| A.“C. Meade, J.P. 


Percy Marsh, Liverpool 


| Marcus & Francis 
| R. Shipley Lewis, Llandilo 


H. L. Leonard, Bristol 

A. J. Lamb, Southend 

Woodbridge & Sons 

Mrs. Julia Gin 

Garforth Drury, Newcastle-upot 
Tyne 


| C. R. Serpell, Plymouth 


J. H. Shorland, J.P., Bristol 


| Thos. Prichard, Llanerchymedd 


H 0. Roberts, Newcastle-upon 
Tyne fe 

T. Pearse Gandell 

; Mercer Hollis 

J. W. Aston, Cannock 

A. H. L. Knapp si 

A. F. Kidson, Folkestone 

T. T. F. Jones, Port Talbot 

E. A. Goddard Jones 

Lieut. Sydney H. Johnson, Liver 
pool , 

F. R. Jeffery, Worcester 

Jacobs, Dixon & Sons, Hull! 

S. 8S. Hyam ; ea 

The Master H. Hughes-Onslow, 
C.B.E 

E J Howard 

A. E. Hopper, Barnstaple 

A. P. Holden, Bristol 





7] 


fo fo fo fe Oh Poo 


~~] 


to to 


WOK HHH HNHHKHHwNKE 


7 


Sto totter 


t 


Ort wNHOwWwW bt 


anaes 
Coco 


SHS ww HWM NwNwhd Oe 


rr tw 


AD A 


~ 


te 


* 
~~) 


WWW NHWNHWNHWHON tds dh 


Stoo 


%S 


eoon ocoeso cocooooo eooc cecececececoec]ececoooossosooo 


22 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. August 2, 


No) 
© 








te 
& 


Barker, Bristol 


R A . 
0 ; A. Ashby 


Thames 
H. Harris, Hull 
W. Arthur Guest, Helsby (Cheshire) 
J. B. Graham, Bedford ; 
Edward Francis, Stow-on-the-Wold 
A. E. Fenton ‘ 
Evans, Rendall & Co 
R. A. Essex, Worcester 
F. Entwistle & Son, Middleton 
G. L. Ellis, Wadebridge (Cornwall) 
Chas. Edwards 
C. F. E. Dean Rugby 
W How Davey 
Dallimore, Pilbrow & Co 
A. & E. Cowl, Great Yarmouth 
C. H. H, Cowl, Great Yarmouth 
G. E. Cockram, Tiverton 
+. Harold Clennell 
M. B. Clappé 
W. L. Clabburn, Norwich 
F. W. Chamberlain , 
The Master P. W Chandler 
Malam ‘Brothers, Blackbur 
Bromley & Walker, Leeds 
W. D. Briscombe, Southport 
©. Hearsey Brewer 
H. I. Bearder, Halifax ; 
Norman M. Bates, Wolverhampton 
E. BE. Barnard, Bristol a . 


Hodges Kingston-on 


0 ’. White, Hadfield 
0 (Hunts) 


0 | Charles H. Walton 
0|J. M. Voss 


0; R. C, 


0 minster 


O| W. F. Smith 


0 
0 
0 
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Rye & Eyre 


0 F. Parkin, Truro 
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0 ’. E. Ambrose, Plymouth 
0 . G. R. Aldridge, Southampton 
0;| A. E. Woolnough, Chesham 


0} Edwd. Linton Watts, 


0 | C. W. Wasbrough, Bristol 


0 | J. W. Underwood, Dukinfield 
Tuckett, Bristol 

0 | J. Spencer Tumilty, Bootle 

0|}A. Spencer Thursfield, Kidder 


0|J. H. Thursfield, Kidderminster 
0 | T. Thompson, Bentham 
0} Kenneth G. Thomas, Burnley 


0] J. Morris Shaw, Leek 
J. Hopwood Sayer, Wigan 


Wm. Renny, Portamouth 


0 F. J. & C. Poole, Widnes 


o| W. L. Parsons, Brixham 
0| W. Hadden Owen, Louth ... 
0| 8. H, Neck, Moretonhampstead 
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| W. F. Dummer, Southsea .. 
| Lynde & Branthwaite, Manchester 
F. A. S. Locke, Bristol 
Herbt. Lee, Walsall 
J. N. Lawrence, Pembroke Dock 
iG. § Macquoid - 
| H. Wolferstan, Plymouth . 
Skardon & Phillips, Plymouth 
G. T. Fernell, Sheffield 
| A. S. Furniss, Rotherham 
| W. Hennels, Rotherham 
T. Marris, Jr., Worksop 
FE. J. Twigg, Rotherham 
J. W. Fenoughty, Rotherham 
C. H. Beech, Manchester ... 
J. H. Lloyd, Manchester 
| FE. Sabine Read 
L. Jolly, Bristol ; 
H. B. Creed, Epping .. 
| Chas. A. Pead, Bexhill 
| Wm. Marsh, Yeovil . 
| H. C. Warry, Yeovil ... ais 
Jno. Thompson, Felixstowe - 
1. Stanley Tee, Bishop’s Stortford 
Aikin Lawford ... “ ie 
H. E. Coates, Bristol bie 
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0 | Secretaries, Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 
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Books of the Week. 


Encyclopeedia of the Laws of England.—KEdited by 
Max Rosertson, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 17. Supplementary 
volume containing Amendments and Additions to the end of 1918. 
By Berrram Jacens, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); W. Green & Son (Limited). 30s. net. 

The Case for Liberty.—By E. 8. P. Haynes. Grant 
Richards (Limited). 6s. net. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


M’ALINDEN (Pauper} v. JAMES NINIMO & CO. (LIM.). lst July. 


MAsTER AND SERVANT—ACCIDENT—COMPENSATION—‘‘ WEEKLY PAYMENT 
Revirwep ’'—PermManent Insurny to Ricgut Hanp—ComPEnsa- 

TION Repucep—SusBseQuent APPLICATION TO REVIEW-—-ADMIiSSION THAT 

Conprtion of Hanp HaD Not ALTERED—EVIDENCE ADDUCED AS To 

DivricuLty or OBTAINING SurtasLe WOBK—JURISDICTION TO INCREASE 

AWARD—WoRKMEN's CompENSATION Act, 1906, ScHepULr 1 (16) 

Costs 1n Pauper Cases. 

A workman, in June, 1915, met with an accident to his right hand, and 
was paid full compensation for a time. In December, 1916, on an 
application by the employers to review, the arbiter reduced the amount 
of compensation payable on the basis of partaal incapacity to 108. 3d. In 
February, 1917, the workman presented an application for review of this 
award, asking the Court to increase the compensation payable to him. 
He averred that the employers had refused or delayed to find him any 
suitable employment, and, although he had endeavoured to obtain it 
elsewhere in the district, he had failed to find jt, owing to the condition 
of his right hand. The arbiter increased the weekly payment of 10s. 3d. 
to 15a. The Court of Session (the Lord Justice-Clerk dissenting), on 
the facts, found that there was no change in circumstances, and there 
was consequently no jurisdiction to increase the weekly payment. 

Held, that although the condition of the applicant's hand remained 
unchanged, the arbiter was at the second arbitration in a better position 
to judge of the diminution of the capacity to earn which had been in- 
duced by the injury which he had sustained. Mere supposition as to his 
ability to earn some wages had altered into concrete evidence, and as such 
evidence shewed that the state of the labour market in the district in 
which he lived rendered his obtaining suitable work greater than was 
supposed would be the case at the date of the first hearing, circumstances 
were changed, and the award was competent. 

On an application to grant the successful appellant costs as an ordinary 
litigant, 

Held, that costs in a pauper appeal to this House were not given. 

Wyman v. Paterson (1900, 4. C. 271) followed. 

Per Lord Cave: The House has power, under section 11 of the 
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Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, to regulate its own procedure, and the 
rule that no costs are given in pauper cases should be adhered to. 
Decision of Court of Session (reported 11 B. W. C. C. 343) reversed. 


Appeal by the workman from a judgment of the Second Division of 
the Court of Session recalling an award made by the Sheriff-Substitute 
Mackenzie, at Glasgow, in an arbitration under the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act, 1906. The respondents were colliery owners of Chryston. 
The facts sufficiently appear from the headnote. At the close of the 
arguments, 
the practical question was whether there was any evidence on which the 
arbitrator could come to the conclusion that the difficulty of finding work 
owing to the accident was greater than had been supposed at the time 
of the award. In his opinion, the judgment of the majority of the Court 
of Session went rather to a consideration of the propriety of the con- 
clusion and the weight of the evidence than to the point whether there 
was any evidence on which the arbitrator might come to the conclusion. 
The applicant shewed that there was a difficulty in getting work owing 
to the accident. Of course, if, owing to the state of the labour market, 
there was a great demand even for comparatively inefficient workmen, 
the person injured might get a job. The fact that he was not employed 
in a different state of the market would be the result of the accident, 
which partially disabled him. In those circumstances the Lord Justice- 
Clerk was right in holding that there was evidence on which the arbi- 
trator might come to the conclusion to which he came. The award, 
therefore, ought to stand. It was a great pity that the finding of fact 
was not more explicit. 

Viscount Cave and Lord Dunepin concurred. 

Lord SHaw also agreed with the Lord Justice-Clerk. He thought there 
was much analogy between the present case and that of Macdonald v 
Wilson's and Clyde Coal Co. (56 Souicrrors’ Journat, 550; 1912, A. C 
513). By the expression ‘‘ change of circumstances "’ in a case like the 
present, he understood, was meant that there had been more light 
thrown by the applicant upon the results of his injury, and upon the 
effects on the labour market which the having of such injury caused to 
him. That was a change, and a plain result might follow. The arbiter 
who pronounced the original judgment might find that the award did not 
fit the case with the additional light then thrown upon it by experience. 

Lord Wrensury was also of the same opinion. An application to 
review under Schedule I. (16) was admissible, not only where the cir- 
cumstances had changed, but where the party applying for the review 
was able to adduce evidence shewing that the unaltered state of circum- 
stances was now better understood than it was at the time the first order 
was made. Appeal allowed. 

Counsel raised the question of pauper costs. In England a pauper 
never got costs, but the practice in Scotland was different. He sub- 
mitted that the House, when dealing with a Scotch case, could follow the 
Scotch practice which gave him ordinary litigant’s costs, if successful. 
A Scots Act of 1424 was the foundation of Scottish Poor Law litiga 
tion, and it had not been impugned on in any way by the Act of Union. 

Tue Hovse refused the application. t was laid down by Lord 
Halsbury, in Wyman v. Paterson (1900, A. C. 271), that costs were not 

iven in pauper cases.—Counset, for the appellant, 7’”homas Scanlan and 
TeQuisten ; for the respondents, Condie Sandeman, K.C., and Beveridge. 
Acents, for the appellant, Thomas Scanlan d& Co., Glasgow; R. D. C- 
M’Kechnie, Edinburgh; and Herbert Z. Deane, London; for the 
respondents, W. 7’. Craig, Glasgow; W. B. Rankin & Ninimo, W.S. 
Edinburgh ; and Beveridge & Co., Westminster. 

[Reported by Exsxive Rei, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Viscount FINLAY, in moving that the appeal should be allowed, said , 
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Court of Appeal. 


LING v. DE DION-BOUTON (LIM.). No. 1. 26th June; 6th July. 
Workmen's ComPeNsATION—PartiaAL Incapactry—Amount oF CoM, 

PENSATION—Basts or CaLCULATION—DIMINUTION IN EARNING CAPACITY 

arrer Accipent—No Return To Work aT WHICH ACCIDENT OCCURRED 

—WorkKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), SCHEDULE 

I., 1 (B) anv (3). 

A woman, whose usual occupation was that of a cook-housekceper, in 
1916 went into munition works, and became a shell turner and gauger. 
While so employed she injured a thumb, leaving permanently 
shortened, and with a stiff joint. After it had healed she obtained a 
situation as cook at about the same wages as she uaed to receive for 
such work, but much less than she had earned in shell turning. There 
was evidence that she was neither able nor willing to return to 
mechanical work. The county court judge held that as her wage-earning 
capa ity asx a cook was not affected she was only entitled to a declaration 
of liability 


Held, he had misdirected himself, as he was bound to award com- 
pensation based on the difference between her carnings in the employ- 
ment. where the accident happened and her present earnings in some 
suitable employment. 


Appeal by the applicant from an aw ard of the county court judge at 
Barnet, granting a declaration of liability only. The applicant, before 
1916, was a cook-housekeeper, able to earn £45 to £55 a year with board 
and lodging. In 1916, as she said in her evidence, for patriotic reasons, 
she entered the employinent of the respondents as a shell turner and 
gauger. She attained considerable skill, and at the time of the accident 
her average weekly earnings were £4 8s. 8d. In September, 1918, she 
injured her thumb while gauging a shell The employers paid full 
compensation until 26th April, when she obtained a situation as a cook 
at £1 a week with board and lodging. The injury to the thumb 
entailed an operation, which ultimately shortened it, and made the top 
joint quite stiff. The applicant gave evidence that the condition 
of her thumb made her unable to return to any mechanical work, and 
she had no intention of trying to obtain any. She also said that she 
was unable to do certain parts of her work as a cook, such as carving, 
lifting dishes, as well as she could have done before the accident. The 
county court judge, for the reasons stated in the judgment below. 
awarded only a declaration of liability, to which the respondents had 
submitted, and the applicant appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 


Tue Court allowed the appeal. 


Warrincton, L.J., said that at the time of the accident the applicant 
was in the employment of the respondents as a lathe-worker, and was 
actually epgaged in shell turning and gauging, and earning on an 
average £4 8s 8d. a week. At the date of the hearing she was earning 
£1 a week and board and lodging as a temporary cook, her usual 
employment before she took to munition work, and it was, therefore, a 
‘suitable employment *’ within the meaning of clause 3 of Schedule I. to 
the Act. The county court judge had expressed his award as follows :— 
“TI findsthere is no incapacity for the applicant to do work as a cook 
housekeeper, her usual occupation, the question of her capacity as a 
lathe worker not having arisen as the applicant has no intention to 
resume such work, and has made no attempt to obtain it. The respon 
dents submitting to a declaration of liability, I make such award."’ The 
applicant appealed on the ground that the judge had arrived at the 
result, not by comparing her present wage-earning capacity with her 
capacity as measured by her earnings while she was in the respondents’ 
employment, but with her earning capacity in a previous employment, 
that of cook-housekeeper at a wage of £55 a year, with board and 
lodging. The injury to the applicant had resulted in stiffness and 
shortening of the thumb, and loss of grip, and there was evidence, both 
by the applicant herself and by a doctor, that she could not do 
munition work. She said that she had no intention of returning to 
munition work. The judge had, in effect, treated the applicant as 
having been a cook throughout, and on that had held that as, in his 
opinion, her wage-earning capacity as a cook had not been diminished, 
she was not entitled to compensation. In his lordship’s opinion the 
learned judge, in so treating the matter, had misconceived his duty 
under the Act. As the case must go for a new trial, he would say 
nothing as to the county court judge’s finding of fact. The liability to 
Pay compensation arose from the fact that the applicant was in a 
particular employment, and suffered injury by accident arising out of 
and in the course of that employment. Thus the measure of the com- 
pensation was the diminution of the wage-earning capacity in conse 
quence of the injury : Harwood v. Wyken Colliery Co. (1913, 2 K. B 
158). How was that wage-earning capacity before the injury, the 
diminution of which was the subject of compensation to be measured 
in terms of money? Having regard to Schedule I., clauses 1 (+) and 
(3), the answer must be, by the average weekly earnings during the 
twelve months preceding thé accident. How was the diminution to be 
Measured’ The answer was, having regard to clause (3), by a compari 
son of the capacity before the injury, measured, as mentioned ahove 
With the capacity after the injury, measured by the amount the work: 
man was then earning, or was able to earn: Heathcote v. Haunchwood 
Collieries (Limited) (1918, A. C. 52). Then, having the two links of the 
comparison, and having ascertained the money difference in the work- 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720, 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLASS, 
ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE 
STOCK, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
THIRD PARTY, MOTOR CAR, ANNUITANTS 


LIFT, BOILER, FIDELITY , . 
GUARANTEES. WHEN HEALTH IS IMPAIRED 


SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 





The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 


Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary — 
HEAD Orrice: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3. 
LAw Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 











man's capacity at the two dates, the duty of the judge was to determine 
the relation should properly bear to that difference, in the circumstances 
of the case. For the purpose of arriving at that relation, circumstances, 
such as a change in the labour market, might be taken into account. It 
was clear, therefore, that the county court judge's method of dealing 
with the case was wrong, for he had measured the wage-earning capacity 
at the date of the accident, not by the applicant's average weekly earn 
ings during her then employment, but by what she might have earned 
in a previous employment. The consideration of her previous employ 
ment was irrelevant for the purpose for which the judge employed it 
His award must be set aside, and the matter remitted for adjudication 
on proper grounds. The appeal must be allowed with costs, the costs 
of the previous hearing to be dealt with by the jndge who heard the 
remitted application 

Duxr, L.J., and Arkin, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
the former referring to Woodilee Coal and Coke Co. v. McNeill 
(1918, A C 43, 47) and Revan v. Eve rglyn Colliery t'o (1912. 
1 K. B., at p. 71), and the latter, observing that the three limits to the 
amount of compensation were mere arithmetical boundaries, and the 
only guidance in the Act as to the amount to be awarded in such a case 
was that it must bear such relation to the amount of the difference in 
earning capacity, as, under the circumstances, might seem proper 
Counse., Harold Morria and Beresford: Doughty 
Castle & Co.; Clifford, Turner. d Hopton : 


SOLICITORS, 


[Reported by H. Laxoronp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.] 


THIRKELL v. CAMBI. No. 2. 27th June. 


SALE or Goops—Vatur or £10 ann Urpwarps-——Nore on Memoranpum 
IN Writinc—Soricrtor’s Lerren Rervpiatina Conrract—SIGNATURE 
BY AGEeNt—No Evipence or Autuority—SaLe or Goons Act, 1893 
(56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), 8. 4 


Held, that a letter written by the defendant's solicitor acknowle dqging 
merely the existence of the contract aued on, but not recognizing the eale 
note and invoice as contmning the terms agreed upon, and alleging 
that the plaintiff had {mled*to perform a term of the contract, did nor 
amount to a auficient memorandum to satisfy section 4 of the Sale of 


Gooda ict. 1893 


Held, further (per Bankes, L.J., and Eve, J.), that in writing such 
a letter on behalf of a client a solicitor does not therehy necessarily 
act ax hia client's ‘agent in that behalf,”’ and that in the circumstances 0} 
this case the defendant's instructions “to hia solicitor to reyudiat, 
liability did not constitute him the defendant's agent within the 
section 


Decision of Bailhache, J. (35 7. L. RB. 454). affirmed 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of Bailhache, J., dismissing 
an action in which damages were claimed for breach of a contract to 
accept and pay for a quantity of Panama straw hats on the ground 
that there was no sufficient memorandum to satisfy section 4 of the 
Sale of Goods Act, 1893. The facts appear from the judgment. The 
material portions of the two letters mainly relied on by the plaintiff 
referred to in the judgments were one written by the defendant him. 
self, dated 12th December, 1918, and the other by his solicitor on 2nd 
January, 1919. The first letter was as follows As you have not 
delivered the Panama hoods, I beg to return your drafts, the goods 
being now too late for my requirements.’’ The other letter was in 
these terms : “ Your letters to my client (Mr. J. Cambi) relating to this 
matter have been handed to me. I am instructed to inform you that 
the terms upon which the goods were agreed to be purchased were not 
carried out by your client (Mr. H. V. Thirkell). My client, therefore, 
declined to accept the bills in payment.”’ At the close of the appel 
lant’s case 

Bankes, L.J., in giving judgment, dismissing the appeal, said the 
plaintiff's case was that he wrote a number of letters to the defendant, 
and that those letters contained the terms and all the terms that were, 
in fact, agreed upon between himself and the defendant's representa- 
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tive. Assuming, in the plaintiff's favour, that he brought his case 
within the authority of Cave v. Hastings (7 Q. B. D. 125), two points 
arose. The first was, whether Mr. Carr's letter, which was relied upon 
as a sufficient memorandum, did not only refer to a note or memoran 
dum, but whether it also recognized that the note or memorandum 
contained the terms agreed upon between the parties. His lordship 
referred to Bailey Sweeting (1861.9 C. B. N. S. 8% Wilkinaon v. 
Evans (1866, L. R. 1 C. P. 407), and Buzton v. Rust (1872, L. R. 7 
Ex. 279), as establishing that proposition. If Mr. Carr's letter had 
amounted to a recognition of the existence of a contract, and a recog 
nition that the terms of it were correctly and fully stated in the 
plaintiff's letter, it would have been immaterial that Mr. Carr's letter 
ilso contained a repudiation of the contract so recognized. It was 
impossible to extract any sufficient recognition from the letter of 
2nd January The writer was in fact refusing to recognize that the 
plaintiff's letters, copies of which had been supplied him, contained the 
terms of the contracts,and he was intimating that his client was refusing 
to accede to the plaintiff's contention because the plaintiff, in those 
letters, was insisting upon something which was no part of the contract 
On this ground he agreed with the view of Bailhache, J tut to 
succeed the plaintiff had to go further, and establish that Mr. Carr, the 
olicitor, was the defendant's agent on his behalf to make the admission 
which would be sufficient to bind the defendant to the contract as set 
up by the plaintiff To support that contention. he cited Daniela v 
T'refusia (1914, 1 Ch. 788), North v. Loeomes (1919. 1 Ch. 378). and 
(irifitha Cycle ¢ orporation Limited Hlumber d& Co. (Tamited) (1899. 
2Q.B. 414 But in all these cases the person who placed his name to 
the memorandum in fact had authority to do so. In the present case no 
evidence was given to shew what the actual authoritv of the solicitor 
was. It was only possibfe to arrive at what his implied authority might 
he from the form of the letter, and the fact that he was acting as the 





defendant's solicitor. So far from making any admission that would 
bind his client to the contract set up by the plaintiff he repudiated 
liability ; and it was impossible to hold that Mr. Carr in this case had 
any such authority as would constitute him, within the meaning of the 


section of the Sale of Goods Act, “an agent in that behalf ’’ of the 
person “ to be |*’’-the defendant. The appeal fails 

Scrutron, L.J., agreed there was not a sufficient note or memorandum 
proved, and the appeal should be dismissed on that ground 

Eve. J.. i oncurring, said he took the law to be that where the 
memorandum purports to be signed by an agent it must be alleged and 
proved by the plaintiff that the person who signed as an agent was 
mithorized to sign a memorandum of a contract of the nature of the 
contract on which the plaintiff relied (see per Lord Wensleydale in 
Ridgway v. Wharton, 6 H. 1. C.. at p, 296). He thought the plaintiff 
had failed to establish that Mr. Carre was the agent authorized on the 
defendant's behalf to sign a memorandum of the contract on which 
the plaintiff sued. Even assuming that that opinion was wrong, he 
thought that the letter relied on as being a recognition of the contract 
was rather an assertion of an agreement differing materially from that 
which the plaintiff relied on. On that ground the action failed. and 
this appeal should be dismissed with costs.—Counsgn. for the appellant, 
Stuart Bevan, K.C.; for the respondent, Rayner Goddard. Soricrrors 
Coward d& Hawkeley, Sona, d Chance; EB. BR. Carr 


harwee 


[Reported by Ensarvs Rep, Barrister-at-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
WHEELER v. KEEBLE (1914) (LIM.) AND OTHERS. 


20th and 27th June; 4th and 5th July. 


Younger, J. 


Practice—Action ror Recovery or Possession ror Breacn op 
COVENANT IN A Lease—Mortion To Restrain BREACHES OF COVENANT 
INCONSISTENT CLAIMS—CostTs 
Where the writ in an action seeka recovery of possession of premises 

for breaches of covenant in a lease, it ia seeking inconsiatent relief to 

move in the action for an injunction to reatrain breaches of covenant tn 
the lease, hecauae on the true conatruction of the writ the lease has been 
determined hy ita taaue 


Jones v. Carter (1846, 15 M. 4 W..718) followed. 

Read vr. Wotton (1893, 2 (A. 171) not followed 

The only claim would be for rrre parable injury suatained apart from 
the lease on the principles laid down in Lowndes v. Bittle (1864, 33 
L. J. Ch. 41) 

This was a motion for an injunction issued in the following circum 
stances. A writ had been issued in the action by the plaintiffs against 
several defendants claiming certain premises in 
Oxford-street, the subject-matter of a lease, damages for breaches of 
the covenants contained in the said lease, an tnferim injunction and 
costs. They obtained leave to serve notice of motion with the writ, 
and moved for an injunction to restrain the defendants from erecting 
or permitting to remain erected upon the external part of the premises 
the name, lettering or advertisement then erected or exhibited thereon, 
or making or permitting to be made upon any part of the said premises 
above the ground floor any show of a trade or business, and from in 
any other manner committing any breach of the covenants contained in 
the said lease. After the notice of motion had been issued the breaches 


possession of 








of covenant complained of were remedied 
Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said : There ha’ en no breaches 


of covenant on the part of the defendants other than Hitchings (Limited). ' 
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As regards Hitchings (Limited) there has been an admitted breach of 


covenant, and the question is whether, on strict and technical grounds, 
the plaintiffs are entitled as against Hitchings (Limited) to any relief 
on the motion. The writ amounts to an unqualified election by the 
plaintiffs to determine the lease, and the subsequent relief claimed is 
subsidiary to the claim for possession. The notice of motion is not based 
on any property which, if the lease were set aside, reverts to the 
plaintiffs, but is based entirely on the lease itself, and the plaintiffs 
seek to restrain the defendants from committing a breach of the 
covenants contained in the lease, which, on the true conatruction of the 
writ, has been determined by its issue. This procedure is not per 
missible. That point has been decided in Jones v. Carter (1846, 15 
M. & W. 718), and no change has been made by subsequent procedure 
in the principles there laid down. . If, therefore, the plaintiffs are 
entitled to an injunction, it must be apart from the terms of the lease 
and solely in respect of their interest in the premises and of any 
irreparable injury which may be sustained by them through the acts 
of the defendants on the plaintiffs’ own property, according to 
the principles stated by Kindersley, V.C., in Lowndes vy. /ittle 
(1864, 33 L. J. Ch. 451) There is no such injury in the present 
case, and on principle, therefore, I hold that the motion is miscon 
ceived, because, the action being based on the footing that the lease 
has determined, no injunction to enforce the covenants contained if 
it can be obtained. In so deciding, I have to dissent from Head vy 
Wotton (1893, 2 Ch. 171) In the result I dismiss the motion as 
against the other defendants with costs, and make no order on the 
motion as regards Hitchings (Limited), except that their costs of th 
motion should be theirs in any event.—CounsEL, (‘Jauson, K.C., and 
Roope Reeve; Terrell, K.C., and Harman; J. T. Stirling and Wilfrid 
(freene Souicrrors. Fouth. Stacey & Caatle; Stanley Evans & Co 
Corbould, Righy d: C'o.; Fooks. Chadwick. {trnold dad Chadwick. 


[Reported by L. M, Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re PAUL. PAUL v. NELSON. P. O. Lawrence, J. 10th July. 
SETTLEMENT—SPECIAL PowER OF ApPOINTMENT—LEGACY UPON TRUSTS OF 

SETTLEMENT—INDPPENDENT SETTLEMENT OR ACCRETION TO EXISTING 

SETTLEMENT 

A. aettled a fund hy deed upon trust for his daughter B., and on the 
came day made a will, and there by gave a le gacy to the persons who, at 
his death, should be the trustees of the deed to be held upon the trusts 
of the deed as if such legacy had formed part of the property origin lly 
settled by the deed. The settlement contained a power for B. to 
appoint by will or deed one half of the income in favour of any hushand 
who might survive her during his widowhood. The testator dicd im 
1917. and RB. married in 1911, and died in 1918, and by her will, made 
in 1912, recited the power given hy the deed, and appointed on half 
of the trust fund thereby settled to her husband during his widow: 
hood. 
Held, that the true effect of A.’s will was to make the legacy in alt 
respects an accretion to the funds originally settled, and not to create 
any other settlement with referential trusts, and that the appoint 
ment accordingly operated upon the income of the whole trust fund, in 
cluding the legacy. 

Re Hayes (1900, 2 Ch. 322) not applied 

This was a question as to whether the income from a legacy | assed 
under an appointment under a deed made by the testator. On llth 
August, 1910, W. Paul, by deed, settled certain funds for his daughter 
Ann, then a widow, for life, and afterwards for her issue, with a gift 
over in default of issue for the children of his three other children 
The settlement contained a power for Ann by deed or will to appoint 
one-half of the income of the trust fund in favour of any husband who 
might survive her during his widowhood. On the same day W. Paul 
made his will, by which he gave a legacy of £20,000 to the persons who, 
at his death, should be the trustees of the deed of 11th August, 1910, 
“to be held upon the trusts with, and subject to, the powers and prov! 
sions by and in such settlement declared and contained concerning the 


' property thereby settled, as if such sum had formed part of the property 
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No. 1. Ricardo’s representatives would be in a position to sue the 
executors of Johnson for breaches of the almost idéntical covenants 
by the lessee in No. 2. Johnsons executors, im their turn, might 
attack the defendant under the corresponding covenants in lease No. 3, 
the defendant being, as the assignee of that lease, responsible to them 
yatione tenura. The defendant was already seeking to recover from 
the plaintiff under his agreements in lease No. 4. In these circum- 
stances Johnson's executors and the plaintiff came to an arrangement, 
embodied in an indenture of 17th September, 1918, w hereby the execu 
tors assigned to the plaintiff the full benefits of the covenants by the 
leasee contained in lease No. 3, and the rights to sue for the same; 
and the plaintiff covenanted to indemnify the executors against all 
claims against Johnson's estate under lease No. 2. This arrangement 
was a businesslike one, if legally permissible. It might, however, be 
that the attempted transfer by Johnson's executors to the plaintiff of 
their rights of action was champertous ; and this was the most serious 
defence set up in the action It was urged for the defendant that the 
practically identical dates of the assignment by Johnson's executors 
to the plaintiff, and of the issue of the writ in the action, were nine 
months after the expiration of the leasehold interest of Johnson 
under lease No. 2, and that, having regard to the respective dates of 
lease No. 2 and lease No. 3, the damages recoverable under lease No. 3 
might probably be very different from those recoverable under lease 
No. 2. It was accordingly urged that the right of Johnson's executors 
to damages under lease No. 3 was a bare right of action within the 
language of Mr. Justice Parker in Glegg v. Bromley (1912, 3 K. B 
474, at Pp 490), un issignable im equity, and therefore not an assignable 
chose in action under the provisions of the Judicature Acts. On the 
other hand, the right to damages against the lessee, given by lease 
No. 3, was given to Johnson in connection with his ownership of lease 
No. 2 to protect him against his liabilities under lease No. 2. Further 
during the existence of lease No. 2, the right to damages under lease 
No. 3 was obviously of the nature of a right of property, and was 
assignable with the leasehold reversion under lease No. 2, and, indeed, 
would pass on a mere assignment of that reversion without more 
Again, had the transactions effected by lease No. 1 and lease No. 2 
taken a rather different shape, and consisted in successive assignments 
of lease No. 1 to Johnson and Volklein respectively, with successive 
covenants of indemnity, it was clear from Re Perkins. Poyser x 
Beyfus (46 W. R. 595; 1898, 2 Ch. 182), that there would have been no 
legal objection to the assignment to the plaintiff of the covenant of 
indemnity ultimately given by the defendant, Lady Torrington. His 
lordship said that he had come to the conclusion that the considerations 
in favour of the assignability of the rights purporting to be transferred 
by the document of 17th September, 1918. were stronger than those 
against their assignability He considered those rights were sufficiently 
connected with the enjoyment of property to escape being bare rights 
of action within Glegy Bromley (supra), and were not within the 
mischief aimed at by the ancient rules against maintenance and cham 
perty. It was to be noticed that, although the actual decision in Wil 
liama v. Protheroe (2 M. & P. 779), did not cover the assignment of 
17th September, 1918, yet the reasoning of Chief Justice Best was of a 
broad and general character, and quite sufficient to include the assign 
ment under that document, as well as that under the document of 1st 
May, 1918 Declaration that the assignment was good, and the action 
referred to Official Referee Counse, Schiller, K.C.. and Willoughby 
Williams, for the plaintiff; Neilson, K.C., and Fod. for the defendant 
Soricirrors, Cutler 4 Allingham C. &. VW Ogilvie ; 


[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at Law) 


New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice, 
LONG VACATION, 1919 
NOTICE 

During the Vacation, up to and including Friday, 29th August, all 
applications “ which may require to be immediately or promptly heard , 
are to be made to the Hon. Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence : 

Court Bustness.—The Hon. Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will. until 
further notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court. Royal Courts of 
Justice, at 10.30 a.m., on Wednesday in every week, commencing on 
Wednesday, 6th August, for the purpose of hearing such applications 
of the above nature as, according to the practice in the Chan ory 
Division, are usually heard in Court : 

No Case will be placed in the Judge's Paper unless leave has | 
previously obtained, or a Certificate of Counsel that the Case requires 
to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons 
is left with the papers ’ 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges Papers), are to be left 
with the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office Room 
136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 g’clock two days previous to the 
day on which the application is intended to be made. When the Cause 
Clerk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, wnder cover 
addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers or 
they may be sent by post, but in either case so as to be rec eived by the 
time aforesaid. : 








een 





Urcent Matrers wen Jupce not Present 1n Court on CHAMBERS 
~Application may be made in any case of urgency, to the Judge, per- 
sonally (if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the 
brief of Counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the applica- 
tion, and also by a Minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by 
Counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and 
also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the paper 
addressed as follows :—“‘ Chancery Official Letter : To the Registrar in 
Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Royal Courts of Justice, London, 
W.C. 2.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent 

The paper sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice 

Cuancery Cuamper Bustxess.—The Chambers of Justices Sargant 
and Younger will be open for Vacation business on Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, Thursday and Friday in each week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. 

Kine’s Bencn Cuamper Bustness.—The Hon. Mr. Justice P. O 
Lawrence will, until further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench 
Business in Judge's Chambers, at 10.30 a.m. on Tuesday in every week, 
commencing on Tuesday, the 5th August 

Propate AND Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, 
it the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during 
the Vacation at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted). 

Motions will be heard by the Registrar on Wednesdays, the 13th and 
27th of August, the 10th September, and 1st October, at the Principal 
Probate Registry, at 12.30. 

Decrees will be made absolute on Wednesdays, the 6th and 20th of 
August, the 3rd and 17th of September, and the lst of October. 

All Papers for Motions and for making Decrees absolute are to be 
left at the Contentious Department, Somerset House, before 2 o’cleck 
on the preceding Friday 

The Offices of the Probate and Divorce Registries will be opened at 
10 a.m. and closed at 4 p.m., except on Saturdays, when the Offices will 
be opened at 10 a.m. and closed at 1 p.m. 

Jupce’s Papers ror Use 1x Courr.—Cnancery Drivision.—The fol 
lowing Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 
136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clock, two days previous 
to the day on which the application to the Judge is intended to be 
made 

1. Counsel's certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted by 
the Judge 

2.—Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and any 
other documents shewing the nature of the application 

3.—Two copies of notice of motion ; 

4.—Office copy affidavits in suppoprt, and also affidavits in answer (if 
any) 

N.B.—Solicitors are requested when the application has been disposed 
of, to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return of 
their papers. 

Vacation Reoitstrar.—Mr. Farmer (Room 128) 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, 

Royal Courts of Justice 

July, 1910 


Orders in Council. 
SUSSEX COUNTY COURT. 

Whereas by Order in Council dated the 25th day of June, 1919. His 
Majesty was pleased to order that certain alterations should be made in 
relation to the County Court of Sussex held at Lewes and Eastbourne, 
and the County Court of Sussex held at Brighton : 

And whereas it is desirable that the said Order should be revoked, 
and that the following Order should be substituted : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. The said Order in Council dated the 25th day of June, 1919, is 
hereby revoked. 

2. The District of the County Court of Sussex held at Lewes and East 
bourne shall be divided, and the area comprising the parishes set out 
in the second column of the first schedule to this Order shall be consti- 
tuted a separate District under the name of the County Court of Sussex 
held at Eastbourne and a Court in that District shall be held at East 
bourne 

3. The area comprising the parishes set out in the second column of 
the second schedule to this Order shall be consolidated with the Dis 
trict of the County Court of Sussex held at Brighton under the name 
of the County Court of Sussex held at Brighton and Lewes, and a Court 
in that District shall be held at Brighton and at Lewes. 

4. So much of the parish of Hadlow Down as is now in the District 
of the County Court of Kent held at Tunbridge Wells shall be trans 
ferred from that district to the district of the County Court of Sussex 
held at Brighton and Lewes. 

5. This Seber shall come into operation on the Ist day of October, 
1919. 

ist July. 
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== 
THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 


Second Column. 


First Column. 


a 
Court Town. 


Parishes. 


Aleiston, Alfriston, Arlington, Chiddingly, East. 
bourne, East Dean, Folkington, Friston, Hail- 
sham, Heathfield, Hellingly, Hurstmonceux, 
Jevington, Litlington, Lullington, Pevensey, 
Waldron, Warbleton, Wartling, Westham, 
Willingdon, Wilmington. 


Eastbourne ... 


THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 


First Column. Second Column. 


Court Town. Parishes. 


Bareombe, Beddingham, Berwick, Bishopstone, 
Baxted, Chailey, Chalvington, Danehill, 
Denton, Denton Urban, Ditchling, East Blatch- 
ington, East Chiltington, East Hoathley, 
Falmer, Fletching, Framfield, Glynde, Hadlow 
Down, Hamsey, Iford, Isfield, Kingston, near 
Lewes, Kingston Urban, Laughton, Lewes, 
Little Horsted, Maresfield, Newhaven, Newick, 
Piddinghoe, Plumpton, Ringmer, Ripe, Rodmell, 
St. Ana Without, St. John Without, Seaford, 
Selmeston, Southease, South Heighton, South 
Malling Without, Southover Without, Stanmer, 
Street, Tarring Neville, Telscombe, Uckfield, 
West Dean, West Firle, Westmeston. 


Brighton and Lewes | 


[Gazette, Wth July 


Foreign Office Notice. 
RAISING OF BLOCKADE 


Notice is hereby given, that the blockade of the Coast of German East 
Africa, which was announced in the London Gazette of 26th February, 
1915, was raised as from noon on 15th July last. 

26th July 


(Gazette, 29th July 


Ministry of Munitions Order. 


Whereas the Minister of Munitions under the powers conferred upon 
him by Section 9 (1 d) of the Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 
1916, did on various dates certify that the supply of light, heat or power 
by the several Establishments specified in the Schedule hereto was of 
importance for the purpose of carrying on munitions work, and whereas 
the Minister is of opinion that such supply is no longer of importance 
for the said purpose. Now, therefore, the said Minister doth hereby, 
in pursuance of his powers under the said Act, revoke the said Cer 
tificates. 

29th July 

The schedule contains a long list of gas companies and corporation 
gas departments, (Gazette, 29th July. 


Agricultural Wages Board Orders. 


The following Orders and proposed Orders under the C 
tion Act, 1917, have been issued : 

Proposal to vary the special minimum rates of wages at present 
in force for special classes of male workers (such as horsemen, 
shepherds, stockmen, &c.) of eighteen years of age and over in 
Anglesey, Carnarvon, Berkshire, Cambridgeshire, Huntingdonshire, 
Bedfordshire, Denbigh, Flint, Derby, Dorset, Gloucester, Hamp- 
shire, Lincolnshire, Merioneth, Moptgomery, Northumberland, 
Durham, Warwickshire and Yorkshire 4 

Proposal to vary the special minimum rates of wages in force for 
teamsmen, shepherds, cowmen, sheep-tenders, and bullock-tenders 
in Norfolk. : 

Proposal to vary the special minimum rates of wages in force for 
horsemen, stockmen and shepherds in Suffolk. 

Proposal to vary the minimum rates of wages for male workers 
of eighteen years of age and over in Cumberland and Westmorland 
and the Furness district of Lancashire. 

Proposal to vary the definition of overtime employment through- 
out England and Wales. : ie 

Proposal to vary certain special rates of wages for a special 
class of male workers in Merioneth and Montgomery. 


Gazette, 25th July. 


P rodue- 





Variation of the determination of the value of board and lodging 
as a benefit or advantage in Northamptonshire 

Variation of the determination of the value of board and lodging 
as a benefit or advantage in Cornwall 

Proposal to vary the minimum rates of wages for male workers 
in certain areas in England and Wales 

Variation of the determination of the value of board and lodging 
as a benefit or advantage in Gloucestershire 

Proposal to the definition of overtime employment in 
Glamorgan and Monmouth 

Proposal Lo fhe 
Yorkshire 


vary 


vary definition of overtime employment in 


Gazette, 29th July 


Farmers’ Accounts and Costs Records. 


The Agricultural Costings Committee will be shortly issuing a series 
of pamphlets dealing with farmers’ accounts and costs records, in view 
of the rtance of these subjects ind the need of their being taken 
up by the industry. Farmers and others who are already in com- 
munication with the Committee will receive these, and any other agrt- 
desirous of having from time to time should 
notify the Director of Agricultural Palace-chambers, West 
minster, S.W. 1. The pamphlets will deal with the advantages to be 
obtained from proper account keeping as distinct from cost keeping, and 
descriptions of suitable and simple systems of bookkeeping will be 
The more involved field of cost keeping and its difficulties will 
also be discussed Various methods of keeping accounts will be dealt 
with, and explanations and advice given, not only relating to simple 
ounts, but also with regard to more complete systems, such as would 
be required, say, on the larger and more progressive farms. The various 
methods of ascertaining costs will be outlined, the books and records 
necessary for the will be dealt with, and the problems and 
questions of principle involved in “ costing '’ will be discussed 

28th July 
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Liquor Control Board Order. 


GENERAL ORDER OF THE CENTRAL CONTROL BOARD 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC) FOR ALL AREAS IN ENGLAND AND 
WALES 


We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 


powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm, hereby make the following Order 
1. This Order shall apply to all parts of areas situate in 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


The 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
leaken W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 


areas oT 


OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— ; 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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ayle or firm of Lanyvhames 
ry public at imbridge »pposed ew s appli (Jazette, July 25 


HE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LtD. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 

THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 

THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 
LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Cl for Inserti in L and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. “pana arta nila tor Goutal will be sent on anallansttins 
: | For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE 3 E.C. 2. 
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General. 


Crisp, Bt Friar Park, Henley-on-Thames, and 5, 
Holland Park, W., senior partner in the firm of 
Crisp & Co., solicitors, Throgmorton-avenue, E.C., 
April, in his seventy-seventh year, has left estate of 
The will, dated 6th February, 1891, 


contains less than 100 words, leav 


Sir Frank 

Lansdowne-road 
Ashurst, Morris 
who died on 29th 


slue of £179,213 12s. 9d 


of notepaper 


the gross Vv 


is made on a sheet and 


ing everything to his wife 

Leighton Buzzard Guardians are experiencing some difficulty in 
deciding the settlement of a child who, according to the relieving officer's 
was born in the open air at midnight on Berkhamsted Common, 


report 
admitted to the workhouse in the early 


mother, a stranger, being 
hours of the morning 

The Ministry of Labour states that a new edition of the report on 
Profit-sharing and Labour Co-partnership in the United Kingdom, which 
1912, and is now of print, is being prepared by the 
known to have schemes of profit-sharing or of 
in force have been asked to supply information 
wked, and the Ministry would 
Communications should be addressed 
Ministry 


the 


vas issued in out 
Ministry. All 
ibour co-partner 
hut some schemes 
be glad to receive 

to the Assistant 
of Labour, 13, 


Mr. William 


firms 
hiy 
may 
details of them 
Secretary, Department of Labour Statistics 
Albemarle-street, London, W. 1 
Warburton, Cragwood, Windermere, and 15, Norfolk 
street, Manchester, solicitor, who died on 9th April, aged seventy-two, 
has left £175.033 9s. 8d. The testator gives the mission hall at Ecclerigg 
to trustees for the holding of divine service therein, and £2,000 for the 
of the ind expenses 
George Walker The 
Staffs of West 


v ilue 


have been over! 


le rey 
Walton 

Registrar 
£14,502 


payment 
Firs, Birmingham-road, West 
gromwich County Court, left 


Colonel 
Bromwich 


estate of gross 





Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


/ Ciazette 


Fripay July 25 


Limirep 1s CHANCERY 


Lp 
d addressee 


Blandford 


y Co Aug. 30 
their debta or 


Old Broad-st., 


(reditors are required, on or before 
particulars of 
Gresham House, 


Hatt Cant 
their ' ™ au! 
Ernest W 


{ani 


CULTURAL 
semi in 
to 


und the 


7 OD 
laimes 227 / 228 
juidator 

to send their 


to James 


Lrp <‘reditors are required, on or before Auy. 30 
addresses, and the perticulars of their debte or claime 


Mosley -st Newcastle-wpon-Tyne, liquidator 


AasrrTs 
and 
Swan, 3! 


ALFRED 
names 
Ges 

Janez Thompson & Sons, Ltp.—Creditors are required to send forthwith their names 

und the particulare af their debts or claims, to John H. Worthing 

rdins., Manchester, liquidator 


rve 


and addresses 
Ll, Spring 
Vorris “ Tae’ Waiter, Lrp 
vend their names mld reese s 
to John G. Nixon & Co., 32 
Nour Sywpicare, Lrp I~ Ligvipation.)—Creditore 
Aug. 3, to send their names and addresses, and the 
or claims, to Leonard Vaughan Williams, 2, 3 and 4 
Lrp 
rd reese « 


++, Granv 


ton, 


Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 16, to 
und the partioulers of their debts or claims, 


Westgate-rd., Newcnstle-uapon-Tyne, liquidators 


are required, on or before 
particulere of their debte 


Che apside liquidator 


Aug 


or claims, t 


on 6+ 


their 
Frederick 


on or hefore >» send 
their dehts 


liquidator 


SHER WOODS 
and 


Sherwood 


Creditors are required, 
and rarticulars of 
lie-st., Birmingham, 


names 


London Gazette.-Trespar, July 29 


Lrp.—Oreditors are required, on or befora Aug. 15 
naddresees, and the particulars of their debts or « 
16, Kennedy-st., Manchester. liquidator 


to send 
laime, to 


Beattie, Jack & Co., 
their names and 
Roger N. Carter 
I~ Votrntanr Liquipation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
eend in their names and addresses, with particulars of their 
Harry Hackett, 448, Strand, liquidator 

Caste Manecractcrtne Co., Lrp 
to eend their names and addresses 
Walter Leonard Smith, Cable 


idator 


Ltp 
13, to 


claims, to 


Co 
Sept 
debts or 


ononn & 
hefore 


(reditore are required, on or 
and the particulars of their 
Works, Millmarsh-lane, Brims 


ENrretyp EvLecrrt 
hefore Se pt . 
debta or claims, ¢ 

Enfield, liq 

. 

Mettro~n Mowsrar Corn Excaanor any Prattc Rooms Co., Lrp.—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before Aug. 3, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticnlars of their debts or claims, to John Hunt Burton, 1, Berridge-st., Leicester, 
liquidator 


down 


Reserve Circe (Hett) Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte 
to Walter Fred Harris, Bankchmbrs., Parliament-st., Hull, liquidator 
AND District Stream Lacwprr Co.. Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or 
13 nm their names and addresses, with particulars of their 
laims, Pontnewyndd, Mon., liquidator 
‘reditora are required, on or before Aug. 2, to send their 
and the particulars of their debts or claime, to John Hunt 
st., liquidator 


NATIONAT 
Sept. 5, 
or olaims, 

PONTYPOOL 
hefore Sept 
debts or « 


to sand 
to William Stephen Fletcher, 
S Dramoxr. Lrp 
and addresses, 


Burton, 1, Berridgé 


SovrTm Wates Awxruractre Cotsiery Co., Lrp 
Sept. 9. to send their names and addresses 


«laims, to Albert Perey Spence, 10, Rovel-ar 


names 
Leicester, 
Oreditors are required, on or before 
and the particulars of their debts or 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne, liquidator 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is peasy very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
epeciality.—{Apvrt.] 


j 
| 








Torassuree Veicayisine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are j + om or before Aug. 36 
to send their names and addresses, and the partioulers of their debts or chins 
to Charlee Henry Baker, 1, Albion-et., Leeds, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRripar, July 2%. 


Treburiand WolfRam and Tin Co., A. B. Dobell & Co., Ltd. 
Ltd Clare-road (Cardiff) Temperance Insti 
A. D. Co., Ltd. tute, Ltd. 
Land Mortgage Investment and Birmingham Jewellers’ 
Company of America, Ltd mittee, LAd 
Dominica Trading Co., Ltd. Working Gentlewomen's Boarding House 
J. T. Howarth, Ltd Co., Lad. 
Mow Cop Brick and Ganieter Co., Ltd. Anglo-French Coasting Co., Ltd 
John Dawson & Co Newcastle-on- W. & J. Winfield, Ltd 
Tyne), Ltd. Cambs, Hunts & Isle of Ely Farmers’ 
Alfred Assets, Ltd Supply Association, Ltd. 
Rainhill Crioket Sherwoode, Ltd. 
Grounde Co., Ltd 


Agency Munitions Com. 


Club and Athletio 


London Gazette.—Tcespar 


July 29. 

Diglan Fatents Co. (1916), Ltd 

Beckermet Mining Co., Ltd 

W. H. Manley & Co., Ltd. 

Millom and Askam Hematite Iron Co., 
Ltd. 

Incorporated Joint Committee on Water 
Regulations. 

Broughton Picturedrome, Ltd. 

W. 8. Jeal & Co., Ltd 

Economy Accessories Co., Ltd 

Quarry Hill Brick and Tile Co., 

British Billposters, Ltd. 

British Accumulator Co., Ltd. 

Beckermet Mining Co., Ltd. 


Savalot, Ltd. 

Low Moor Munitions Co., Ltd. 

Halifax Building Trades Exchange 
Co., Ltd 

Harding, Richardson, Rhodes & Co., 


Co. Founders’ Shares 
. Ltd. 

Wolverton and Stony Stratford District 
New Tramway Co., Ltd 

Bennett & Tollfree. LAd. 

International Exclusives, 

Veritye Founders, Ltd. 

New Rand Proprietary, Ltd 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, July 25. 
Ciarge, Frepernrce Wiitimsm, H.M.S. “ Diligence,” Seaman, R.N. Aug 
v. Clarke. Younger, J. Hubert G ickman, 34, Clement’s-lane. 
Epwarps, Samvet Owen, Pimmer, Pen-yGraig and Tonypandy, Solicitor. 
Wiliams v. Edwarde. Sargant, J. R. Naunton Morgan, Tonypandy. 


London Gazette.—Trespar, July 29. 
Oct, 1. Hall vy. Davis. Eve, J. Horace James Fisher, 


LAd. 
Ltd 








30. Abbott 


Aug. 


ArntHor, Oxford 
131, High-st., Oxford 


Davis 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, July 25. 
Last Dar or Cram. 
Aug. 3. John Fenton, Blackpool. 
Aug. 31. Bawtree & Sons, Witham, 


Hulbert, Crowe & Hulbert, 4, Broad-st-bidgs. 
Aug. 22. ©. E. Dixon, Leyburn. 


Tyrwhitt & Marshall. 


ANDRews, Ret, Blackpool. 
Bartow, Emmecine Lavra, Bradfiekl, Essex. 
Essex. 
Brace, Wittitam, Ealing. Aug. 31. 
Bows, Herrt Taomas, Hunton, Yorke, Farmer. 
Yorks. 
Brooxts, Caariotre, Steeple Aston, Oxford. 
Oxford. 
Browri, Frances MarrHa 
Sapte, 21, College-hi! 
Brriertey, Anx, Preston. 
Brapiey, Rarer, Iikley. 
Borers, James, New Malden. 
Bérier, Jonx, Wraysbury, Baker. 
Strand. 
Bert, THomas Puaiiirs, Norton, Suffolk, Farmer. 
Bury St. Edmunds. 
Creenory, Isapetta, New 
@, Aldermanbury. 
Cireo, Saran, Lytham, Lancs. Aug. 30 
Coviseck, Cuaries THomas, Darlington 
Crowrner, Emma, Horbury, Yorks. Aug. 
Escotme, Etizasera, Forton, near Lance. 
Lancaster. 
Groves, Bennet? Atrrep, Brondesbury. Aug 
Graves, Emma Exttzasern, Willesden-lane. 
Quincey, 21, Cannon-+t. ; 
Gwitr, Catnertne, Kerry, Montgomery. Aug. 20. Wm. Watkins, Newtown. 
Harrier, THomas, Bury, Lancs, Confectioners’ Machinist. Sept. 6. Butoher & 


Barlow, Bury. 
Hincoop, Harriet, West Kensington Aug. 30. Herbert A. Olderehaw, 6, Bell 
Aug. 30. Corner & Wadeworth 


Aug. Jl. 


Redhill, Surrey. Sept. 17. Wilde, Moore, Wigston & 
Cobbett, Wheeler & Cobbett, Manchester. 
Aug. 31. John E. Crowther, Bradford. 

Aug. 22. A. Marshall (Lister, 17, Thavies-inn 

Aug. 21. Hobson & MacMahon, 34, Eseex-st., 


Bankes Ashton & Co., 
& Geit, 


Aug. 30. 


Aug. 15. 


Barnet. Aug. 31. Biddle, Thorne, Welsford 
Wrigley, Claydon & Tristram, Oldham. 
Aug. 28. H. W. Bell, West Hartlepool. 
2. Jno. Dickinson & Son, Wakefield. 


Aug. 22> Hall, Marshall & Sewart, 


Nickineon & Co., 42, Bedford-sq. 
Mackrell, Maton, Godke & 


29 
Sept. 1. 


yard, Doctors’ Commons 

Hawt, Joun Lister, Medley, Hereford, Farmer. 
Hereford. 

Hats, Tomas Perer Movsrar, Campden Hill«t. Sept. 20. 
& Sutton, 8 and 9, Great Jamee-t. 

Hatrrecp, Marraa Saran, College-pl., Chelsea. Aug. 30. Frederick Gowen, Croydon. 

Hovstox, Captain Kevxera D'AQuitan. Ang. 28. Ernest F. G. Oxlev, 32, Bed 
ford-row - } 

Isaacs, Maurice, Maresfield-gdns., Hampetead. Sept. 1. Hyman Isaacs, Lewis & 
Mills, 2, Guildhall-chmbre., 31-4, Basinghall¢t. 

Jounsox, Cuartes Henny, Warley, Worcester. Ang. Monk & Har 
greave, Birmingham. 

Jones, Bexzami~ Noet Herwoon, West Derby, Liverpool. 
rence & Shield, Live ol. 

Lawrence, ELLEN, Wallasey. Sept. 10. Toulkmin. Lawrence & Shield, Liverpool. 

Lea. Lister, Moseley, Birmincham. Aug. 30. W. Jno. Burman, Birmingham. 

Manrix, Exizasera Horr, Parkstone, Doreet. Adams & Adams, 20, Essex 
«t., Strand tot 

Macteas, Autaw Brecr, C.M.G., Valparaiso, Chili. Sept. 29. Wm. Lewin, Fi 
Avenue Hotel, Holborn. : 

Mason, Joux, Covent Garden Market. Aug. 31. Henriettest. 

Mercatr, Wrtttam, Carlton, Notts, Grocer. § Nottingtnss 

Miter. Georos Faepenicx, Cambrai-rd., 
Wilton-pl, 


Andrew, Wood, Purves 


3. 


Brooks, 


Sept. 10. Toulmin, la¥ 


Sept. 1. 


R. Philip Upton, 33, 
» & Hind & Godfrey, mR 
Balham. Aug. 28. David 0. Craig, 





Fisher, 


V itham, 


bldgs 
yburn 


arsha!l! 


Purves 


Croydon. 
2, Bed 


teawis 8 
& Har 


nin, la¥ 


verpool 
ham 
2p, Reset 


First 





